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COMES NOW, cross-complainant Gerald Armstrong, and 
submits the following Memorandum in Opposition to the Motion 
for Summary Adjudication of Cross-Defendant Church of 
Scientology of California: 
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THE FIRST CAUSE OF ACTION FOR 
FRAUD IS NOT BARRED BY THE 
STATUTE OF LIMITATIONS 

Cross-defendant contends that Armstrong's fraud 
allegation as to the confidentiality of auditing and the 
"religious" status of Scientology are barred by the three 
year statute of limitations. Cross-defendant, however, has 
taken a "blinders" approach in its argument, choosing to 
look at a few statements of Armstrong and avoiding all other 
evidence. 

If the court looks at the entire pricture, it is 
clear that Armstrong could not have brought suit prior to 
the time he left Scientology in December 1981, and that his 
cause of action is therefore not barred by the three year 
statute. 


A. THE ALLEGATIONS REGARDING CONFIDENTIALITY OF 
AUDITING INFORMATION ARE NOT BARRED BY THE 
STATUTE OF LIMITATIONS. 

Cross-defendant's argument is based solely on 
Armstrong's "admissions against interest" as contained in 
his answers to interrogatories served in 1983 (See Exhibit 
"A" to Motion, Interrogatory No. 16.) 

Although Armstrong discovered, while he was in the 
Organization, that auditing folders were culled for 

"crimes," he was mentally incapable of taking any action. 
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Cross-defendant omits from its citation of Armstrong's 
answers to interrogatories (See Exhibit "A" to Motion), 
those portions of his answers wherein he describes his 
broken will, his inability to control his own life, his 
complete manipulation by the Organization, his feelings of 
terror and the system of control and deprivation that was 
exerted over him. (See Declaration of Gerald Armstrong 
filed herewith, p. 9-12, paragraph 8-9.) 

At that time and until he left the Organization in 
1981, Armstrong was wholly incapable of action against the 
Organization for a number of reasons. 

First, as a member of Scientology, Armstrong was 
made to sign waivers, non-disclosure and release bonds, as 
well as staff contracts containing promises to forbear from 
litigation. Attached hereto as Exhibit "M" is a Nondis¬ 
closure and Release bond signed by Armstrong on March 18, 
1977. At page 2 of Exhibit "M" it states: 

"... he/she (Obligor) will never 
disclose any information, data, or 
knowledge he/she has or will learn 
about the organization of the 
church, or any of the church's 
affiliated churches, missions, or 
organizations, including but not 
limited to their internal struc¬ 
tures, functions or activities, and 
certain information which may be 
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orally imparted to the Obligor in 
the course of his/her having been a 
staff member of the Church." 

In the event of a disclosure, the obligor promises 

to pay $10,000 to "the Church." 

At trial of the complainant in this case, Armstrong 
testified that he was ordered to sign several of such 
documents while he was in the RPF (Rehabilitation Project 
Force - the Scientology prison). At the time, he was under 
a form of mind control sufficient to make him sign virtually 
any document. Although the document was not explained to 
him, he had heard that he would be obligated to pay $10,000 
if he disclosed any information, data or knowledge about 
Scientology. (A copy of said trial testimony of May 10, 
1984, p. 1465-1466 is attached hereto as Exhibit "N"). 

Second, as explained by Armstrong in his answers to 
interrogatories, he was in the RPF from July 1, 1976 to 
December 1, 1977, where he was "humiliated, degraded, 
terrorized and defrauded" to the extent that he "lost self 
respect and rationality." (See Exhibit "A" to Motion, p. 

23) . 

It was during the years 1976 and 1977 that 
Armstrong was forced to participate in culling of auditing 
folders. However, because of his fear of reprisal, his 
desire to believe in the good of the Organization, his total 
manipulation by the system of reporting "overts" or critical 

thoughts, and his understanding that he was responsible for 
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payment of $10,000 as the result of a disclosure, Armstrong 
was incapable of action. This incapability was the direct 
result of the action and policies of cross-defendant. 

The Organization adhered to a strict system of 
"ethics" and punishment. This is evidenced by a number of 
Hubbard's policies, one of which is particularly applicable 
here. 

Policy Letter of 23 December 1965 entitled 
Suppressive Acts; Suppression of Scientology and Sciento¬ 
logists; The Fair Game Law, lists various "suppressive” acts 
for which an individual becomes "Fair Game." Among those 
are: 

"... testifying hostilely before 
state or public inquiries into 
Scientology. . . reporting or 
threatening to report Scientology or 
Scientologists to civil authorities 
. . . bringing civil suit against 
any Scientology organization or 
Scientologist . . . testifying as a 
hostile witness against Scientology 
in public." (A copy of said Policy 
Letter is attached hereto as Exhibit 
"0." See p. 553.) 

Armstrong was aware of this policy, and it added to 

his fear that the Organization would use Fair Game for any 

-5- 






Z' S' 

activity involving litigation. Direct evidence that 
Scientology practiced its Fair Game policy against litigants 
and critics, is shown by the treatment to which Armstrong 
was and is subjected since the filing of his cross¬ 
complaint . 

Third, in staff contracts which Scientology members 
are forced to sign, the Organization routinely includes the 
following language: 

", . .1 recognize, understand and 
agree that in consideration for the 
Church permitting me to become an 
active participant pursuant to this 
declaration, I shall not commence 
any action or assert any claim 
against either or both of them 
(L. Ron Hubbard or Mary Sue 
Hubbard), their heirs, successors, 
or assigns, based on any matter 
arising out of or in connection with 
the Church ..." (See Declaration 
of Religious Commitment and Appli¬ 
cation for Active Participation on 
Church Staff, attached hereto as 
Exhibit "P," p. 3.) 

There is no question but that the intimidation 
tactics used by the Organization to control and manipulate 
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members include the representations that one cannot sue the 
Organization or the Hubbards for fear of the Fair Game 
doctrine. It is in this climate and pursuant to these 
policies that Armstrong became mindless, following the 
directives and orders of superiors, incapable of rational 
choice. 

Mind control was the basis for reversal of the 
dismissal of a complaint for personal injury on statute of 
limitations grounds in Roney v Siri Singh Sahib Harbhajan 
Singh Yogi , 103 N.M. 89, 703 P.2d 186 (1985) (A copy of the 
opinion is attached as Exhibit "Q".) 

Roney involved a woman who, as a member of the Sikh 
Dharma Brotherhood, underwent a tubal ligation rendering her 
sterile. She was told that her problems were centered on 
her ovaries which had to be removed. It was not until a 
year and a half after she left the Sikhs that she regained 
her "free will and comprehension" allowing her to file suit. 
Id . at 188. By that time, the three year statute of 
limitations had expired. 

In reversing the trial court's dismissal of the 
complaint, the Court of Appeals of New Mexico held: 

"Because she alleges that the 
continuation of her 'lack of free 
will and comprehension' was a direct 
and proximate result of defendants' 
mind and body control techniques, 

she is, in effect, also alleging 
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that she could not have reasonably 
known her cause of action within the 
statutory period." Icl. at 188. 

Although Roney was venued in New Mexico, Armstrong 
cites it here because of the striking analogy to the 
circumstances of his mind control by Scientology. Like the 
plaintiff in Roney , Armstrong did not "reasonably" know his 
causes of action until he left the Organization in 1981 
because he was bereft of his free will. Until then, he 
labored under the false representations and mind control 
tactics of cross-defendant and Hubbard, incapable of 
rational thought. 

His failure to act upon his causes of action is a 
direct result of the intimidating, harassive and wrongful 
conduct he underwent while a member of cross-defendant. 
Cross-Defendant should not now be allowed to assert the 
statute of limitations bar where the delay in filing suit 
was a direct result of cross-defendant's intimidation and 
manipulation of Armstrong. 

In that regard, although cross-defendant argues 
that Armstrong should have investigated the misrepre¬ 
sentations with respect to the confidentiality of auditing, 
it was cross—defendant who prevented Armstrong from doing so 
through the conduct outlined above and described more fully, 
infra , under subsection B. 

Thus, the case of Mi ller v. Bechtel Corp. (1983) 33 
Cal.3d 868, 191 Cal.Rptr. 619 cited by cross-defendant is 
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not applicable. In Miller , plaintiff failed to investigate 
her cause of action where she had every opportunity to do so 
and was in contact with her attorney. Clearly, the circum¬ 
stances of this case are far from what occurred in Miller . 

B. CROSS-DEFENDANT MUST BE ESTOPPED FROM 

ASSERTING A STATUTE OF LIMITATIONS DEFENSE IN 
THAT CROSS-DEFENDANT INDUCED THE DELAY THROUGH 
ITS OWN WRONGFUL CONDUCT . 

As set forth in Armstrong's answer to Interrogatory 
No., propounded by cross-defendant, Armstrong lived under 
tremendous intimidation tactics designed to destroy his 
will. 16 (See Exhibit "A" to Motion, pp. 21-30.) In 1976, 
he was locked up and maintained under guard for three weeks 
by the G.O., during which time he was forced to write up 
lists of his "crimes”. He was then sent to the RPF in 1976 
where he remained for seventeen months. In the RPF he was 
humiliated, degraded and terrorized by being treated like a 
criminal and denied access to all outside contact. He was 
forced to work for long hours without sufficient rest or 
sleep. 

Armstrong saw those who asked to leave the RPF 
locked up and abused, forced to sign lists of "crimes". He 
also signed a number of non-disclosure and release bonds 
promising not to divulge activities of Scientology. 

In 1978, Armstrong was again assigned to the RPF, 
where he remained through the spring of 1979. During this 

time, he was forced to do manual labor for sixteen hours per 
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day over several months and was paid less than $9.00 per 
week. Armstrong slept in cramped conditions and ate only 
leftover food. He was punished, deprived of contact with 
the outside world and completely manipulated and controlled. 

It was in this atmosphere that Armstrong was forced 
to participate in the culling of auditing folders and forced 
to allow his own folders to be culled. 

Based upon the harsh treatment and punishments 
meted out for "crimes," based upon the non-disclosure and 
release bonds he signed and based upon the written policies 
of the Organization dealing with suppressive persons, 
Armstrong could not act as a reasonable person. His will 
had been broken and his rational thought gone. 

It was not until 1981, when he began reviewing 
voluminous documents on the life of Hubbard that he slowly 
came to his senses, culminating in his departure from 
Scientology in December 1981. 

As a result of the threats, physical and emotional 
abuse, and intimidation incurred by Armstrong at the hands 
of cross-defendant, he was prevented from bringing suit. 
Clear issues and questions of fact arise which would make 
summary judgment inappropriate. 

California case law supports the proposition that a 
defendant may be estopped to plead the statute of limita¬ 
tions where the defendant induced the plaintiff by fraud, 
misrepresentations or deception from filing a timely action. 
Moss v. Underwriters Report (1938) 12 Cal.2d 266, 83 P.2d 
503. The estoppel doctrine is one founded in equity where 
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it is stated that "no man may take advantage of his own 
wrong." Glus v. Brooklyn Eastern District Terminal (1979) 
359 U.S. 231, 3 L.Ed. 2d 770, 79 S.Ct. 760. The court in 
Glus further observed that the principle of estoppel has 
been applied in many cases of both law and equity to bar an 
inequitable reliance on the statute of limitation. 

The purpose of the statute of limitations is to 
provide repose and protect persons against the burden of 
having to defend against stale claims. Wyatt v. Union 
Mortgage Co. (1979) 157 Cal.Rptr. 392, 598 P.2d 45. Here 
there is no need to protect the cross-defendant since it is 
the very culprit who fraudulently induced Armstrong from 
bringing suit. Moreover, the threats and intimidations 
continued even after Armstrong left the Organization when it 
labelled Armstrong a "Suppressive Person" and sent private 
investigators to his house to harass him and his wife, when 
it surreptitiously and unlawfully videotaped him in 1984 and 
when it continued to reveal portions of his auditing files, 
among other things. 

In Wyatt , supra , the court held that: 

"Just as the statute of limitations 
does not run against an action based 
on fraud so long as fraud remains 
concealed, so ought the statute to 
be tolled even after fraud is 
discovered, for so long as sheer 
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embedded in fraud continues to hold 
the victim in place." 

It is clear from Armstrong's declaration and 
answers to interrogatories that the fear and harassment 
continues to date and is heightened by the fact that cross¬ 
defendant has made blatant "revelations" from Armstrong's 
auditing folders, failing to advise the court that the 
majority of the "revelations" never occurred. This has 
caused Armstrong extreme emotional distress. 

Armstrong has established sufficient facts to show 
that he was prevented from filing suit in this case because 
of intimidating, threatening and coercive behavior of the 
cross-defendant. Thus cross-defendant should be barred from 
now taking advantage of its tortious conduct: 

"A plaintiff's right to relief in 
cases of fraud and deceit is not 
dependent upon technical legal 
definitions. The defendant, having 
by fraud and deceit concealed 
material facts and by misrepre¬ 
sentations hindered the plaintiff 
from bringing an action within the 
statutory period is estopped from 
taking advantage of his own wrong. 

The statute of limitations was 
intended as a shield for the 
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defendant's protection against stale 
claims, but he may not use it to 
perpetuate a fraud upon a diligent 
plaintiff." Pashley v. Pacific 
Electric Co. (1944) 25 Cal.2d 226, 

153 P.2d 325. 

C. CROSS-DEFENDANT CONTINUES TO VIOLATE ITS 
REPRESENTATION THAT AUDITING FILES ARE 
CONFIDENTIAL . 

In the face of strenuous arguments made over the 
past four years in this case that auding files are confi¬ 
dential, cross-defendant allowed its attorneys to review, 
copy and index Armstrong's auditing files. Cross-Defendant 
also filed a document with the court wherein cross-defendant 
allegedly cites incidents taken from the folders. 

(Armstrong declaration, pp. 1-2, paragraphs 3-4.) 

Armstrong asked for the folders through discovery 
to see whether they had been culled as he believes they 
were. He did not ask for them so the contents could be 
published by cross-defendant. There is no question that he 
folders contain personal information. However, in its own 
twisted way, cross-defendant, the "protector" of auditing 
"sanctity," has taken the liberty of allegedly revealing 
portions of the folders in a court filing. (Armstrong 
declaration, pp. 5-7, paragraph 6.) 

Another example of this continuing fraud is found 

in the admissions contained in the B-l materials produced by 

-13- 





1 


2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 
9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 
21 
22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 


> -y "N 

cross-defendant. The B-l file shows conclusively that 
Armstrong's auditing folders were culled after he left the 
Organization in 1981. Armstrong did not learn of this 
culling until the B-l materials were made available to him 
in 1985 during his testimony in the Christofferson case. 
(Armstrong declaration, p. 7-9, paragraph 7.) 

Armstrong never knew of the existence of B-l files 
kept on individuals while he was in Scientology. (See 
Exhibit "A" to Motion, p. 29, lines 17-20.) He also had no 
knowledge of the existence of GO 121669, the policy 
regarding culling of auditing files (See Exhibit "A" to 
Motion, p. 9, lines 14-19). He discovered these matters 
only after he left the Organization in 1981. 

Scientology continued its fraudulent conduct toward 
him after he left as evidenced by the information contained 
in his B-l file and in the court filing of alleged excerpts 
from his auditing folder. 

As long as cross-defendant continues to commit such 
wrongful acts against Armstrong, his causes of action for 
fraud, emotional distress, and breach of contract will not 
accrue. Wyatt v. Union Mortgage Co. (1979) 24 Cal.3d 773, 
157 Cal.Rptr. 392, 598 P.2d 45. 

D. THE FRAUD CAUSE OF ACTION CONTAINS NO 
ALLEGATIONS OF "RELIGIOUS STATUS” 

Cross-defendant argues that Armstrong was "aware" 
of the "Church's scientific, non-religious status by 
September, 1975." This argument makes no sense in that 
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Armstrong has never alleged that Scientology was a religion. 
To the contrary, Armstrong has alleged that Scientology held 
itself out as a scientifically guaranteed process, designed 
to cure all the ills and problems known to man. It is this 
representation which Armstrong believes is fraudulent. The 
testimony cited by cross-defendant in its Motion coincides 
with Armstrong's allegations. (See Motion, p. 13.) 

Armstrong testified that he joined Scientology on the basis 
of the representation that Scientology was the "science of 
knowing how to know," and not on the basis of any repre¬ 
sentation that it was a religion. In fact, his testimony 
clearly states that the "religious" cloak of Scientology was 
just a "cover." Thus, cross-defendant's arguments make no 
sense. 

E . THE STATUTE OF LIMITATIONS DOES NOT BAR 

ALLEGATIONS REGARDING THE BENEFITS OF AUDITING 
BECAUSE THE MISREPRESENTATIONS WERE CONTINUING 
IN NATURE . 

Once again, cross-defendant tells only part of the 
story when it argues that Armstrong had doubts as to the 
"workability" of Scientology in November 1969. 

Pursuant to the Declaration of Gerald Armstrong 
filed herewith, cross-defendant used a "bait and switch" 
approach when making representations regarding the benefits 
of auditing. (Armstrong Declaration, p. 14, In. 5-16.) 

When Armstrong felt the auditing he was receiving did not 

resolve problems, he was told that the resolution would 
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occur at the level of "Clear." When it did not occur at the 
level of "Clear," he was told it would occur at the level of 
"OT III." 

That is the typical tactic used by cross-defendant 
to maintain control over and manipulate the will of members. 
It is the proverbial "dangling carrot" that will be reached 
with just a little more auditing and money. 

Of course, it must be kept in mind that Armstrong 
was always laboring under fear of reprisal or punishment for 
any "overt" or critical thought regarding Scientology, the 
Scientology process or the Hubbards. Thus, he was incapable 
of investigating the "unworkability" of auditing. 

It was only until a stroke of good fortune befell 
him and he became Hubbard Archivist that he was slowly able 
to piece together a picture of a fraud so massive that it 
brought him back to rational thought and compelled him to 
leave Scientology. He could never have performed this 
investigation without the permission given to him by L. Hon 
Hubbard following Armstrong's discovery of archive 
documents. 

Clearly, questions of fact exist as to the "bait 
and switch" techniques used by cross-defendant to force 
individuals into continuing the auditing process. Addi¬ 
tional questions of fact exist as to the system of ethics 
and punishment used by cross-defendant to drive members into 
submission, taking from them their free and rational 
thought. 

/// 
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THE SECOND CAUSE OF ACTION 


FOR 

INTENTIONAL 

INFLICTION 

OF 

EMOTIONAL DISTRESS IS 

NOT PARTIALLY 

BARRED BY 

THE 

STATUTE OF 

LIMITATIONS 


Cross-Defendant makes the same argument as to the 
second cause of action that it set forth with respect to the 
first cause of action for fraud. Cross-Defendant seeks to 
bar those allegations of the second cause of action 
regarding the violation of auditing confidentiality 
allegedly known to Armstrong by 1977. 

Armstrong thus incorporates by reference all of the 
arguments made under Section I of this opposition, supra . 


Ill 

THE FOURTH CAUSE OF ACTION 


FOR 

BREACH 

OF 

CONTRACT IS 

NOT PARTIALLY 

BARRED BY 

THE 

STATUTE 

OF 

LIMITATIONS 


Again, cross-defendant makes the same argument as 
contained under the arguments for the first cause of action 
for fraud. Cross-Defendant seeks summary adjudication as to 
the allegations regarding the benefits of auditing, the 
status of Scientology and the confidentiality of auditing 
folders. 
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Armstrong thus incorporates by reference all of the 
arguments made under Section I of this opposition, supra . 

IV 

CONCLUSION 

Based upon the foregoing, it is respectfully 
submitted that numerous questions of fact exist as to the 
treatment of Armstrong by the Organization in the form of 
punishment, intimidation, threats and harassment; the 
resulting state of Armstrong's mind and his inability to 
function as a reasonably prudent or rational person; the 
written policies of the organization linking suppressive 
acts to litigation and the resulting punishments therefor; 
the effect of the non-disclosure and release bonds as well 
as the arguments to forbear from litigation; and the general 
attitude of cross-defendant to anyone slightly critical of 
Scientology or Hubbard to have committed "crimes” and 
"overts," with its attendant effect on Armstrong and his 
inability to file suit. 

Additionally, there are the continuing acts of 
cross-defendant in violating the confidentiality of auditing 
folders which it has so vehemently maintained are sacro¬ 
sanct, and the continuing tortious conduct of cross¬ 
defendant in harassing Armstrong and intentionally causing 
him emotional distress. 

/// 

/// 
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It is thus respectfully requested that the motion 


for summary adjudication be denied 


DATED: Novembe 




1986 


3 : 29:2 


C0NjPt3S^\& BUNCH 



JUIVIA DRAGOJEV 
Attorneys for 
and Cross-Comp 
GERALD ARMSTRONG 
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DECLARATION OF GERALD ARMSTRONG 

I, Gerald Armstrong, declare: 

1. I am making this declaration in support of an 
opposition to plaintiff organization’s motion for summary 
adjudication. 

2. The organization’s motion deals with a serious 
issue, one which affects the life of potentially thousands of 
individuals, and one which has become for me emotionally 
devastating and mind-altering, in a manner which is illogical 
and perverse. The realization that the people behind this 
motion and behind all the pc file violations; that is, the 
attorneys and the few who control organization money, will stop 
at nothing, no lie, or perversion of reality, no act, to, as 
Hubbard ordered, ruin me utterly, has some time ago gone far 
beyond a passing thought. 

3. Mr. Peterson’s argument in the summary adjudication 
motion is that ”by 1978 (I) knew, or reasonably should have 
known” about the violations of my pc files, and that because my 
cross-complaint was filed in September 1982, my causes of action 
for fraud, intentional infliction of emotional distress and 
breach of contract as they relate to the organization's 
violations of my pc files are barred by applicable statutes of 
limitation. Mr. Peterson twists what I knew in 1978 with what I 
knew in the fall of 1981 and what I learned subsequently. The 
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whole statute of limitations argument is rendered ludicrous, 
however, by the fact that the organization and its attorneys 
have continued both the fraud of promised sanctity of pc files 
and violation thereof right up to the present time. Attached 
hereto as Exhibit A is a copy of the organization's "objection 
to release of preclear files "dated July 3, 1986 filed with this 
Court. At p. 2 of this document, organization attorney Donald 
Randolph states: "only within the last few weeks have these 
files been copied, indexed and reviewed by counsel." Mr. 
Randolph included in the "objection" several pages of statements 
he gloats were culled from my pc files. I have blacked out 
these statements in the document copy attached. 

4. Attached hereto as Exhibit B is a copy of a 
declaration dated December 18, 1983 which I wrote to support a 
motion to get my pc files delivered to me. At p. 81 state, "I 
do not waive the (priest-penitent) privilege, and in fact I 
insist upon it." In a demonstration of the organizations 1 s 
malevolent intent, Mr. Randolph asks this Court a p. 5 of the 
"objection" to "require Armstrong and his counsel to provide a 
waiver of the priest-penitent privilege." To veil the 
organization’s antisocial acts with an illusion of legitimacy, 
Mr. Randolph states at p. 6 of the "objection" that if I even 
obtain copies of my pc files (part of which I do now have) the 
organization "will be forced against its wishes, to utilize the 
same documentation in its defense as evidence of Armstrong's 
character and perjurious statements." This is blackmail. And 
it is the clearest proof of the sanctity fraud, the 
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organization’s actual policy regarding use of ”confidential” pc 
file information against the pc, and the basic fraud of Hubbard 
and his creation. 

5. Attached hereto as Exhibit c is a declaration dated 
July 14, 1985 written by Frank K. Flinn, B.D., Ph.D., the 
organization’s "religious expert." This declaration was filed 
in this case along with the organization’s "response," of July 
30, 1985 to the Court's July 2, 1985 Discovery Order. At 
pp. 18-20, Dr. Flinn compares Scientology’s policies and 
practices regarding the "sanctity" of pre-clear files with those 
of other "religions." 

"Another religious practice of the Church of 
Scientology which has come under scrutiny is the issue 
of the confidentiality exercised with respect to the 
auditing records of members and especially of the 
"pre-clear files" of upper-level church members. I 
find the practice of the Church of Scientology in this 
regard fully in keeping with the practices of other 
religions. 

In general, there are two fundamental reasons why 
churches, including the Church of Scientology, seek 
confidentiality with regard to unauthorized examination 
of spiritual records. The first is to preserve the 
sanctity of the spiritual privacy of the believer. 
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O n 

In regard to the first reason, the spiritual privacy 
ofthe believer, Scientology is like every religion 
known to me. The Roman Catholic Church protects the 
priest-penitent relationship with the severest of 
sanctions, including dismissal from priestly office and 
expulsion from the Church itself. Upon ordination 
priests take an oath of the "confessional seal" before 
they are allowed to hear the confession of sins and 
administer official spiritual counselling. My pastor, 
a Monsignor in the Roman Catholic Church, has testified 
to me that he would undergo imprisonment and death 
before revealing the contents of any confession, 
whether this revelation was demanded by the President 
of the United States or by the Pope of Rome. 

• • • • 

Abuse of the archive and unauthorized divulging of 
information can bring severe penalties, including 
demotion from office, penances and even 
excommunication. 

Most Protestant denominations have similar regulations 
and penalties in their respective church polities. 
Likewise Scientology has codes of conduct for auditors 
and other officials regarding authorized files. The 
Church does not allow any outsider access to a 
parishioner’s files as a matter of priest-pentient 
privilege, as is the case with other churches. 
Confidentiality of this type of material touches on the 
nerve center of religion itself. The historical record 
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shows that no church lightly suffers the intrusion into 
such records by the government or any other outside 
agency. The history of the Reign of Terror in France 
reveals the great number of priests who went to the 
guillotine rather than break the confessional seal." 

Neither the President, the Pope, this Court nor anyone 
other than the organizations’ leaders and attorneys ordered the 
violations of the "sanctity" of my pc files. These leaders and 
the attorneys reveal a radically different standard of conduct 
and ethics from that of the ministers of "other religions" who 
went to the guillotine rather than divulge the confessions of 
their preclears. 

6. Attached hereto as Exhibit D is a declaration 
signed by Reverend Ken Hoden, "president" of one of the new 
"corporations" "divested" recently by the "California" 
organization. This declaration was also filed in this case with 
the "response" to the July 2, 1985 Discovery Order. 

Mr. Hoden states at par. 3: 

"Materials and information stored or recorded within 
the confessional folders (PC folders) are confidential 
and privileged. Our religious doctrine prohibits any 
parishioner or person receiving pastoral counselling 
(auditing) from viewing the contents of their folders. 
Our religious doctrines also prohibit any external 
dissemination of preclear folders. Even our attorneys 
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are forbidden to review these folders. The only people 
who are allowed to view the pastoral counselling 
folders are authorized Church ministers. 

Yet, my pc files were given to attorneys, culled and 
used against me. Mr. Randolph even defines the statements he 
culled from my "confidential" pc files "as admissions against 
Armstrong’s interest." It is clear that the defense the 
organization’s attorneys have desperately devised to their 
inhuman and criminal actions is the threatened divulgence of the 
materials culled from my pc files and my resultant hoped and 
worked for emotional disintegration. The filing of the culled 
statements "under seal" is a cheap attempt to give an appearance 
of morality to the organization's perfidious act. Dozens of 
organization attorneys, staff members, and attorney staff have 
seen the culled statements. They were placed in front of the 
Judge in this case, the individual who can most affect the 
outcome of this case and the rest of my life. Several of the 
incidents "culled" from my pc files as "admissions" never 
happened. Mr. Randolph and whoever helped him, in their 
ignorance of auditing and recklessness , have apparently culled 
imaginary "past life" incidents or have created the incidents 
out of whole cloth. For several other incidents, Mr. Randolph’s 
interpretation is twisted beyond recognition. When he states at 
p. 2 that "the Church still maintains that the sanctity of the 
confessional must be placed above all other concerns," he lays 
to rest Mr. Peterson’s statute of limitations argument because 
he shows that the fraud is continuing. The organization 
is still claiming out of one side of its mouth that 
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the sanctity of pc files is its paramount concern while out the 
other side it spits its victims’ innermost thoughts and secrets 
and when these treacherously obtained and used thoughts and 
secrets are not sufficiently juicy to achieve the organization's 
black PR ends, it has someone fabricate them. 

7. At p. 8 of the summary adjudication motion Mr. 
Peterson states: 

"The only way Armstrong can avoid the bar of the 
statute of limitations is by proving that he did not 
and could not have discovered the events alleged in his 
Cross Complaint any earlier than he did." 

As has already been shown the culling of my files 
admitted to by the organization occurred in 1986 and I only 
learned of this fact in July this year, almost four years after 
the filing of the cross-complaint. Attached hereto as Exhibit E 
is a page from what the organization produced as my "B-l time 
track." The entry at April 7, 1980 is taken from my pc files 
(in session). I only learned of this culling in March 1985 when 
the organization produced some B-l materials in the 
Christofferson case in Oregon. Even using the organization's 
date for the culled incident of April 7, 1980, this is two years 
after the 1978 date Mr. Peterson would like the Court to use. 

And when I learned of this culling is two and half years after 
the filing of the cross-complaint. Attached hereto as Exhibit F 
is a document entitled "Gerry Armstrong Project" dated February 
17, 1982. Step 2 reads: 

"Go through his files and folders to extract the names 
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of people who knew him and who are still well connected 
up and completely trustworthy. Interview these people 
to find out who Gerry's close friends were and to see 
if he had any relatives in this area (we could then 
follow up to see if he might be staying with them). 

This is the use of my pc files for intelligence data to be used 
against me. Attached hereto as Exhibit G is a "daily report 
dated February 22, 1982, from Assistant Guardian for 
Intelligence (AGI), Brad Ballentine to his organizational 
seniors at GOUS. He states in the fourth paragraph: 

"SU (Special Unit, the name for the Gilman Hotspring 
compound) and Flag (the Clearwater, Florida base) have 
sent us all their files on him (Armstrong)." 

"Us" is the GO intelligence bureau. I only learned of 
this transmission of my pc files to the organization's 
intelligence bureau and this use to which they were then put in 
March 1985, again two and half years after the filing of the 
cross-complaint. Attached hereto as Exhibit H is a declaration 
dated May 7, 1985 written by me in support of efforts to obtain 
my pc files from the organization, and prevent its continued 
violations of them. In paragraphs 5 through 9 I describe an 
organization intelligence operation involving the use of my pc 
files to entrap me. Much of the operation occurred in 1984, 
some six years after Mr. Peterson claims I should have known 
about it. I only became aware of the operation in April 1985 
when organization attorneys used its product to attack me in the 
Christofferson case. It's perhaps unfortunate for the 
organization that it gave my pc files to the intelligence bureau 
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for culling and intelligence purposes in 1982, used 
them to set up the illegal videotaping of me in 1984, 
and again culled my files to concoct the "objection 
to release of preclear files" in 1986, since in so 
doing it lost any shot it may have had at obtaining a 
summary adjudication based on the statutes of 
limitations. The organization’s misfortune cannot 
begin, however, to compare with the pain and anguish 
it subjected me to with these acts. If the 
organization had acted decently, and not violated 
either overtly or covertly, my pc files, the 
situation today might be quite different. 


8. Even without considering the pc file violations 
after I left the organization in 1981 or even back 
into the 1970’s, the summary adjudication motion 
still falls because I had been rendered by the 
organization and Hubbard, until I began to come to my 
senses in late 1981, something different from "a 
reasonably prudent person." Mr. Peterson has 
selected statements from some of my response to 
interrogatories as "admissions against (my) own 
interest" to show that I learned of the culling in 
the 1970’s while in the organization. From the same 
responses used by Mr. Peterson, attached to his 
motion as Exhibit A, I have excerpted the following 
three statements by me which show why a reasonably 

//// 
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prudent person perceiving the same tip of the pc file violation 
iceberg that I did in the 1970s would or should have fled in 
disgust and filed suit for the fraud and related crimes and torts, 
and why I could not. 

P.6 "In 1976 while locked up and guarded by the 
Guardian's Office on the orders of L. Ron Hubbard, I was 
told that my auditing reports were being gone through by 
GO staff. Had I protested this action, I would have 
remained locked up indefinitely. I had no control of my 
preclear folders, nor any control of those who had 
access to them. My will was broken by this time, and I 
was effectively controlled and manipulated by L. Ron 
Hubbard and the organization. 

In 1976 through through December of 1977, I was 
assigned to and kept on the RPF by L. Ron Hubbard and 
those under his control. A system of control and 
deprivation was exerted over me throughout this period 
and a campaign of harassment and terror was directed 
against me and the RPF as ordered by Hubbard. 

• • • • 

P.9 "If I had known of the existence of this policy 
(GO 121669) and the practice of disclosure of 
"confidential” session information, I would never have 
become involved with Scientology. I was brought along 
as far as I went with the organization by the 
systematic trickery and manipulation by L. Ron Hubbard 
and the organization. 

• • • • 
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P.23 "I spent from July 1, 1976 to December 1, 1977 on 
the RPF on Hubbard's order. I was humiliated, degraded, 
terrorized and defrauded by Hubbard during this period. 

I underwent tremendous emotional trauma and lost self 
respect and rationality. 

The proof of the mind manipulation run by Hubbard and the 
organization is that I stayed so long after so much degradation 
and betrayal. Only in late 1981 when I spotted Hubbard as the 
source of the fraud and the organization's antisocial conduct, and 
after leaving the organization when the control mechanisms began 
to fall away,did I become aware of the criminal significance of 
pc file culling and the fraud which makes it possible. 

9. Hubbard also used the auditing process itself, by 
which he claimed to be freeing people, to subtly program them to 
not even think a critical thought about the deplorable conditions 
in which they were kept, including a questioning of auditing or 
the pc file violations which might be observed or heard about. 
During any auditing session, if the preclear makes any critical 
comment, the auditor will immediately demand of the preclear any 
"overt", that is any misdeed, crime or intentionally harmful act, 
he has committed. In Hubbard's system, any criticism meant that 
the person making it had a hidden undisclosed crime. One of his 
bulletins, "Session Must-nots," attached hereto as Exhibit I, 
states this point: 

"When a pc is critical of the auditor, the organization 
or any of the many things in life, this is always a 
symptom of overts priorly committed by the pc. 
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This is a sweeping fully embracive statement - and a 
true one. There are no criticisms in the absence of 
overts committed earlier by the pc. 

Very soon after some auditing in the Sea Organization I learned 
that any criticism I hadmeant I had done something bad, and after 
a while I even was stopped from thinking any thought critical 
of Hubbard or the organization. In Hubbard's dictionary of 
Scientology terms, a "critical thought" in fact is defined as "a 
symptom of an overt act having been committed." The page from 
the dictionary is attached hereto as Exhibit J. This concept, 
although programmed into people in auditing, pervaded every part 
or aspect of the organization. So the criticisms of a staff 
member about Hubbard's or the GO's practices, and specifically 
pc file violations, were not listened to; rather he would be 
investigated or sec checked for his "crimes." By contrast, 
however, it could never be thought that Hubbard, who was 
constantly critical of doctors, judges, scientists, psychologists, 
government, teachers, and especially Scientologists and Sea Org 
members, had himself committed crimes or overts, because such a 
thought about him was clearly "critical." Thus he achieved almost 
absolute mind control. 

10. Beginning at page 10 of the summary adjudication 
motion, Mr. Peterson makes a confusing argument that: 

"Armstrong is barred by Statute of Limitations from 
asserting Scientology's religious status, and auditing 
benefits as "misrepresentations" as Armstrong had a 
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duty to investigate these "facts” more than 3 years 
prior to date of cross-complaint. 

Mr. Peterson further states at p. 14: 

"Clearly, if Armstrong is to be believed, he was aware 
of what he terms the scientific non-religious nature 
of Scientology no later than 1975. 

How that helps the organization's position is baffling. It is 
the basis of the whole Hubbardian fraud. It was Hubbard's 
scientific guarantees for auditing and Scientology which were the 
lure into the organization. Even the promise of auditing 
confidentiality was given in scientific terms and differentiated 
from "religious confessions" which Hubbard claimed had 
degenerated into "a kind of blackmail." In his bulletin of 
January 21, 1960, attached hereto as Exhibit K he stated: 

"Some churches used a mechanism of confession. This 
was a limited effort to relieve a person of his overt 
acts. Later the mechanism of confession was employed 
as a kind of blackmail by which increased contribution 
could be obtained from the person confessing. Factually 
this is a limited mechanism to such an extent that it 
can be extremely dangerous. Religious confession does 
not carry with it any real stress of responsibility 
for the individual but on the contrary seeks to lay 
responsibility at the door of the Divinity — a sort of 
blasphemy in itself. I have no axe to grind here with 
religion. Religion as religion is fairly natural. But 
psychotherapy must be in itself a completed fact or, as 
we all know, it can become a dangerous fact. 
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Hubbard goes on in the same bulletin to ask auditors to "make 
your pc write these overts and withholds down and sign them and 
send them off to me." His motivation for this policy is not 
altruistic, and it only became clear to me in 1981. 

The other part of Mr. Peterson's argument is that since 
I had some doubts in my early Scientology years I had a duty from 
that point to investigate. Mr. Peterson includes in the testimony 
from the trial in the underlying case, however, at p. 15 of the 
motion my statement of what happened when I did question the fact 
that the auditing I had had did not resolve what I considered 
the essential problem: "I was told after doing the auditing steps 
that that would only happen at Clear." And "clear" only happened 
around 1979, and that did not produce the promised results of 
auditing, but I was told these would happen at another "higher 
level" called OT III. In other words an aspect of the continuing 
fraud was bait and switch. 

Attached hereto as Exhibit L is a policy written by 
Hubbard dated February 25, 1966 entitled Attacks on Scientology" 
wherein he orders: 

"NEVER agree to an investigation of Scientology. ONLY 
agree to an investigation of the attackers." 

The investigation Mr. Peterson is seeking to convince the Court 
I had a duty to make was impossible. In fact I did something 
of an investigation in 1980 and 1981 when it was somewhat 
possible and the results of the investigation were a major factor 
in my leaving the organization and Hubbard. 

11. Mr. Peterson claims at p. 16 of the motion that the 
intentional infliction of emotional distress cause of action is 
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barred by the statute of limitations in regards to the pc file 
violations since I was emotionally distressed in 1976 and 1977 
while I was locked, in the RPF and generally being manipulated 
and degraded on a daily basis by the organization on Hubbard's 
orders. Mr. Peterson's argument is hollow since culling of my 
files occurred as well, as has been shown above, m the 1980s and 
as recently as July this year. The emotional distress I have 
experienced from the 1986 culling alone is beyond description. 

Mr. Peterson's argument that I am barred by the statute of 
limitations because of my knowledge in the 1970s that pc file 
culling occurred is like telling a victim of years of abuse that 
he or she cannot do anything about it because the abuse has gone 

on so long. 

Interrogatory no. 16, the response to which Mr. 

Peterson has quoted from at p. 17, states: 

"With regard to the second cause of action of your first 
amended cross-complaint for damages for alleged 
intentional infliction of emotional distress against 
cross-defendants Scientology and Hubbard, to the extent 
you have not done so, in response to the above 
interrogatory, provide the following factual basis for 
such cause of action: 

A. The specific and full factual basis for all the 
allegations contained in said cause of action. 

Mr. Peterson's assumption that the date that I "first suffered 
severe emotional distress as a consequence" of realizing the 
organization had and would reveal ny innermost thoughts and secrets, 

"by 1977" is erroneous. And the conclusion, at p. 18 of the 
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motion, that "Armstrong had knowledge of what he contends were all 
the above referenced breaches of the so-called contract no later 
than December 1, 1977," and at p. 8 that "(i)n reality, 

Armstrong has not testified that he knew anything in the Fall of 
1981 that he had not already known as of 1978, by the latest" 
omit any reference to and attempt to slip by the whole biography 
project, Hubbard's archives and the underlying case which the 
organization brought. 

I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of 
the State of California that the foregoing is true and correct. 

Executed this first day of November, 1986 at Boston, 
Massachusetts. 



Gerald Ar 
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CALIFORNIA, a California 
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AND RELATED CROSS-ACTION 


No. C 420 153 

OBJECTION OF CROSS-DEFENDANT 
CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF 
CALIFORNIA TO RELEASE OF 
PRECLEAR FILES 

[UNDER SEAL] 


INTRODUCTION 

The Church has fought, at all times herein, to protect 
Armstrong's privacy, and the privacy of its other 
parishioners, by refusing to produce the preclear files 
relating to Armstrong for an In camera inspection. 

Needless to say, the Church does not vish to jeopardize its 
ability to provide religious services to all of its 





r 


adherents simply because sm& ex-member lacks respect for its 
religious principles. The Church urges this Court to consider 
carefully, as several other courts have done, the potential 
adverse impact on religious confidentiality for all Church 
members which arises from Armstrong's own attempts at 

self-destruction through insisting that his preclear files 
become discoverable. 

Throughout this litigation, the Church has maintained 
these files securely and in confidence, and only within the 
last few weeks have these files been copied, indexed and 
reviewed by counsel in preparation for their production as 
ordered by this Court. As is evident below, the Church has 
very obviously pot utilized or disseminated the information 
contained in these files at any point. As is also evident 
below, there is significant information contained in these 
files which is directly contradictory and otherwise quite 
detrimental to Armstrongs assertions in support of his case. 
Additionally, there is a great deal of information contained 
in the files which is undoubtedly personally embarrassing to 
Mr. Armstrong and extremely destructive to his reputation and 
credibility. Nonetheless, even in full awareness of the 
damage that the contents of these files could inflict upon 
Armstrong and his claims, the Church still urges this Court to 
maintain the privacy of the documents and the information 

^^Q^^-rced^ therein. ^ ., r Thi s position is_ not based upon any ____ 

overriding concern for Armstrongs welfare; rather, the Church 
still maintains that the sanctity of the confessional must be 
placed above all other concerns. 
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APPROPRIATE ALTERNATIVES AVAILABLE TO THIS COURT 
In Eollergh elffi V. church of Scientology of California. 
gt Pi Kt Los Angeles Superior Court No. C 332 027, the 
Honorable Ronald Swearinger was faced with a similar, although 
possibly even more serious, situation. In that case, 
plaintiff Larry Wollersheim had alleged that the pastoral 
counseling delivered to him by the Church had directly 
resulted in physical and emotional damage to him. He further 
alleged that the preclear files pertaining to him were 
directly relevant as evidence of this damage, and the 
intentional or negligent infliction emotional distress to 
him. 


As in the case herein, the production of the preclear 
files relating to Larry Wollersheim occurred in stages, with 
the Church bringing to the Court's attention at each stage the 
relevant objections. On February 28, 1986, Judge Swearinger 
required plaintiff Wollersheim to inform the Court that a 
knowing and informed waiver of the priest-penitent privilege 
was being made. (See Declaration of John G. Peterson, attached 
hereto as Exhibit "A".) 

On March 13, 1986, Judge Swearinger took note of the 
November 5, 1985 Order issued by the Honorable Judge Mariana 
Pfaelzer in the case of Religious Technology Center, et al. 
v. Larrv Wollersheim, et al. . U.S.D.C. c.D.Ca. Civil Action 
No. 85-7197-MRP. That Order described as "confidential 
religious scriptures" the materials known within the Church as 
"(1) Solo Part II, (2) Power, (3) R6EW, (4) DCSI, (5) Sunshine 
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Rundown, (6) Clearing Course, (7) OT I, (8) OT II, (9) OT III, 
..." (See Temporary Restraining Order, attached hereto as 
Exhibit "B".) Following the decision reached by Judge 
Pfaelzer, Judge Swearinger ordered that "(w]e are not going 
into the contents of those upper level materials." (See March 
13, 1986 Trial Transcript, pp. 2208-2209, attached hereto as 
Exhibit "C".) Judge Swearinger reiterated on April 3, 1986 
that no testimony from the upper levels materials, being 
defined as "Power through NOTS", would be allowed into the 
trial of the action. (See April 3, 1986 Trial Transcript, pp. 
4786-4787, attached hereto as Exhibit "D".) Thereafter, the 
preclear files were produced to Judge Swearinger for his in 
inspection. The files containing upper level 
materials were not required to be produced, and were not 
produced. 

On Hay 6, 1986, after Judge Swearinger had thoroughly 
! reviewed the contents of the files, a discussion was held 
concerning the "tremendous confusion and side shows" that the 
introduction of the preclear files into the Wollersheim case 
would create. (See May 6, 1986 Trial Transcript, p. 7571 , 
attached hereto as Exhibit W E M .) 

A procedure whereby the files were maintained by the 
Court, but in which Wollersheim and his counsel could review 
them in the presence of a referee, was established. Ho such 
review occurred, apparently due to a decision by Wollersheim 
and his counsel that the interests balanced by the information 
contained in those files becoming public or staying private 
came down on the side of privacy. 
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The alternative suggested by the Wollersheim case is 
completely applicable and appropriate to the case herein. The 
Church has not produced the three files pertaining to 
Armstrong which contain "confidential religious scriptures". 
Those files f covering the time period from just a portion of 
1978 into early 1980, include "(1) Solo Part II, ... (6) 
Clearing Course, (7) OT I, (8) OT II, [and] (9) OT III" 
materials. It has, however, produced for inspection the 
twenty-five files covering the time period from Armstrong's 
first pastoral counseling, in 1970, up through the portion of 
1978 when he engaged in the confidential upper level 
counseling. This Court should require only the production of 
the preclear files already produced. 

This Court should also, as was established by the 
Wollersheim court, require Armstrong and his counsel to 
provide a waiver of the priest-penitent privilege prior to any 
review of the files which have been produced. The procedure 
formulated by Judge Swearinger, which would allow Armstrong and 
his counsel to review the files in the presence of a referee, 
is likewise completely appropriate for the case herein. Upon 
completion of his review, this Court should require Armstrong 
to specifically state which documents support his claims. The 
Church is confident that Armstrong will be unable to 
demonstrate any support for his claims that Armstrong's 
files were "culled" for the simple reason that no such action 
has occurred. 

It seems highly unlikely that Armstrong and his counsel, 
once they have reviewed these files, will still insist on 




j Baking their contents a part of this case as such an action 

2 will create only harm to Armstrong. The Church has not 

3 utilised these files in any way for this litigation, and 

^ repeats its offer at this time to destroy the files, and any 
g copies thereof, in Armstrong and/or his counsel's presence 
g should they now be willing to adopt this course of action. 

7 III. 

g INFORMATION IN THE PRECLEAR FILES IS HARMFUL 

g TO ARMSTRONG'S CASE AND CHARACTER 

g If Armstrong insists on making the contents of these 

j files a part of this case by obtaining copies of them, and if 
the Court does not reconsider its intention to release these 

€• 

preclear files to Armstrong, the Church will be forced, 

3 

^ against its wishes, to utilize the same documentation in its 

defense as evidence of Armstrong's character and perjurious 
5 

statements. 


The files contain numerous references to admissions by 
Armstrong which are directly contradictory to his allegations 
in the Third Amended Cross-Complaint as well as 
representations made directly to this Court In various 
declarations. Information in this regard includes the 
following: 

1. On November 18, 1977, Armstrong commented to his 
minister 
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All of the above statements by Armstrong are highly 
relevant to this action. They lead to the inescapable 
conclusion that Armstrong has lied to this Court and, when 
that ultimately proves to be the case, contempt and dismissal 
of the action is the proper sanction. 

B. Statem ents Regarding Armstrong's Character 

Other admissions contained in these files, which go 
directly to Armstrong's credibility and character, include the 
following: 

1. Armstrong admitted to his ministers on numerous 
occasions that mUjUlHHlIlHIHBUHHHHHHHF 



statements); 
















24, 1976); 


e.g., statement of December 8, 1976); 


see, e.g., 

statem ents of April 14 , 1970, February 6, 1971 and August 12, 
1977); 


r 


September 6, 1977); 


(see, e.g.. 


statements of September 15, 1971 and February 26, 1972). 
3. Armstrong admitted to his ministers that 


(See, e.g., statement of July 25, 1973.) 
4. Armstrong admitted to his auditors on numerous 
occasions that 


(See, e.g., statements of February 6, 1971; 
February 15, 1971; September 15, 1971; and October 10, 1972.) 

2&e above admissions, if the Church is ever forced to use 
them, must be construed as admissions against Armstrong 9 s 
interest. They paint an incredibly sad picture of a pathetic 
and troubled individual who engaged in one illegal or deviant 
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act after another until entering the Church, who continued, 
although in a comparatively minor way, to practice hia debased 
activities while a member of the Church, and who immediately 
resumed his extremely aberrated activities upon leaving the 
Church as demonstrated by his theft of thousands of pages of 
personal materials and his "talking pig" essay, a sickening 
"personal creative work" authored by Armstrong for potential 
publication. (See essay, attached hereto * s -£xhibit "F".) 

IV. 

THE DOCUMENT DATED NOVEMBER 26, 1976 # 

MARKED by the court as sealed exhibit HO. 600, 

IS NOT REPRESENTATIVE OF THE PRECLEAR FOLDERS 
The document selected by the Court and denoted as sealed 
Exhibit No. 600 in its Order of June 26, 1986 is not 
representative of the majority of the documents contained in 
the preclear files pertaining to Armstrong. The majority of 
the documents contained in these preclear files are notes 
taken by the ministers who delivered specific pastoral 
counseling processes to Armstrong. Their notes, as 
demonstrated above, reflect a great deal of spiritual 
reflection and unburdening by Armstrong. The document 
selected by this Court, however, is simply a review of an 
earlier pastoral counseling process delivered to Armstrong, 
its purpose was only to prepare Armstrong for additional 
pastoral counseling processes. 

Therefore, if the Court determines to release these files 
to Armstrong, the Church proposes the addition of several 
additional sealed exhibits as more truly being representative 
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of the documents contained within these preclear files. The 
documents dated March 26, 1970, May 23, 1970, July 18, 1974, 
and February 22, 1977 are hereby requested for introduction as 
sealed Exhibits No. 601, 602, 603, and 604. 

V. 

FURTHER COMPLIANCE WITH THE COURT'S ORDER 
OF JULY 2, 1985 

Pursuant to this Court's Order of July 2, 1985, attached 
hereto as Exhibit "G M is a list of each of the pastoral 
counseling sessions contained within the preclear files by 
date, the name of the minister who counseled Armstrong, and 
the location where the counseling occurred when known. 

VI. 

CONCLUSION 

For the reasons set forth hereinabove, the Church urges 
this Court to allow Armstrong access to the preclear files for 
inspection without copying or the taking of notes only. Such 
an alternative will meet Armstrong's discovery objectives and 
yet maintain the integrity of the confessional files without 
interjecting their contents into this litigation. The Church 
further urges this Court to require a waiver of the priest- 
penitent privilege from Armstrong and his counsel prior to any 
such inspection, to require a written statement specifying 
/ / / 

/ / / 

/ / / 

/ / / 

/ / / 
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DECLARATION OF GERALD ARMSTRONG 
!• 1 arn the defendant and cross-complainant in the case of 

Church of Scientology of California v. Armstrong, Case No. 

420153. 

2. I am making this Declaration to support a motion to have 
plaintiff deliver to me my "auditing" and "ethics" files, now in 
its or a connected organizations possession. 

3. During the process of "auditing" in Scientology, a 
person being "audited," hereafter referred to as "penitent," 
communicates to the clergyman, counselor, or therapist, 
hereafter referred to as "auditor," his innermost thoughts and 
relates incidents from his life which are emotionally charged, 
embarrassing or for which he could be blackmailed. The auditor 
writes down what the penitent says in "auditing reports." The 
auditor demands and records details such as time and place when 
an incident occurred, who was present, who knew about the 
incident, their relationship to the penitent and their address or 
general location. These "auditing reports" form, along with the 
auditor's notes and instructions made after the auditing 
sessions, the penitent's auditing files. My auditing files are 
from approximately one thousand hours of auditing and total over 
two feet in height. These are the files, along with my "ethics" 
files, and any copies, notes or excerpts from these files, that I 
seek to have delivered to me. 

4. When I became involved with Scientology, and when I 
joined the Sea Organization, I did so In part because of the 
promises made to me that auditing reports and statements made 
during auditing were to be absolutely confidential between 
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auditor and penitent. I was told that these statements 
treated like the confessions of Catholics to their priests, that 
they would never be passed on to others and would not be used 
against the penitent. 1 was never told of use of auditing 
information by the hierarchy of Scientology against penitents, 
the fact that the hierarchy and the intelligence bureau 
personnel of Scientology had complete access to auditing files. 
My learning of the actual use to which auditing information is 
put was a major factor in my leaving the organization. The fact 
that the organization refuses to turn over my personal records 
by claiming they are "protected" by the "clergyman-penitent 
privilege" which they have for decades ignored and abused, is a 
situation designed by Scientology to bring about my emotional 
disintegration. 

5. I seek the delivery to me of my personal auditing and 
ethics files for a number of reasons. They are my property 
because they are my statements made as a penitent. As such, they 
are protected by the "clergyman-penitent privilege." Yet, I 
cannot exert the privilege, and stop the organization's use of 
these files as long as they remain in Scientology's possession. 

I seek an understanding from these records of what happened to me 
during my thirteen years of involvement with Scientology. There 
are aspects of the mind control by Hubbard and the organization 
which as yet elude me. I worked over eleven years, virtually 
without pay and doing things as directed by Hubbard and the 
organization that no sane person would do. I feel that my ; , 
auditing records will shed a great deal of light on this 
subject. My emotional stability I feel was damaged by 



1 Scientology, both while inside and by the attacks on roe after 

2 leaving, and the continued possession of my personal auditing 

3 records and violation of my rights does not allow any emotional 

4 healing. The organization or Hubbard and his agents will use the 

5 information from my personal auditing files against me, both in 

6 and out of the legal arena. I seek to prevent Hubbard and the 

7 organization from this abusive action. Hubbard and the 

8 organization have labelled me their "enemy" and a "suppressive 
91 person" (or one of the 2 1/2 percent most evil people in the 

10 world). They do not consider me a friend, and their motivation 

11 for retaining my personal auditing files is not friendship or 

12 interest in my welfare. They actively seek my destruction. 

13 6 * During my years of involvement with Hubbard and 

14 Scientology I learned by direct observation how the organization 

15 uses penitents' "confidential" auditing information. While 

16 working ir. the Guardian's Office and L. Ron Hubbard's 

17 Communications Bureau, I coded and decoded telexes which 

18 contained such information gleaned from auditing files. The 

19 information came from the Guardian's Office (or Intelligence 

20 Bureau), and without the knowledge of the penitents. The 

21 transmitted information dealt mainly with the penitents' sexual 

22 activities, their family, drug use, criminal activity in their 
231 past, "buttons" (things which c55Tld“be used to'exert control-over 
241 the penitents), and things for which the penitents could be 

251 blackmailed. In 1980 and 1981 I learned from Guardian's Office 
261 operatives that because of its social unacceptability and legal 
27 I problems they could no longer use auditing information directly. 
Instead, they gleaned the information from auditing files then 


28 



1 


z 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 
9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 


sought out -third parties" or created "third parties" who could 
provide the same information. Since the auditing reports 
contained the time and place where incidents occurred, and who 
was present or knew about the incident, this was relatively easy 
to do. In 1980 I was asked by a GO operative to "verify" 
information taken from the auditing files of Tonja Burden, a 
young girl then considered an "enemy" of Scientology. The 
operative knew details from Ms. Burden's "confidential" files and 
related these to me to see if I could be the "third party" to 
"provide" the information in a declaration or as a witness. 

7. A number of times during my involvement with 
Scientology I was ordered, either by Intelligence Bureau 
personnel or Hubbard's personal agents, to cull usable 
information from penitents' auditing files. The information 
culled was written or typed into lists and kept by the GO or 
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Hubbard's agents separate from the auditing files. This was 
standard practice with anyone who requested to leave or did leave 
the organization or was considered in any way a "threat." 
Undoubtedly it has already occurred with my "confidential" files. 
The classes of information I was ordered to extract from auditing 
reports were: anything concerning the penitents' sexual 
activities, including time, place, form, event and names and 
addresses of all sexual partners; any involvement with drugs, 
including time, place, form, event and names of anyone else 
involved; any criminal activities with complete details; anything 
for which the penitents could be blackmailed; any information on 
family members, friends, associates, connections. In short, the 
information sought by the GO and Hubbard's personal agents was 
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intelligence data exactly like that sought and used by the KGB or 
the Gestapo. 

8. Only in 1982, after leaving Hubbard*s personal staff 
and the Sea Organization did X find that the practices regarding 
the use of "confidential" auditing files for intelligence 
purposes existed as written policy long before I joined the Sea 
Organization. In a Guardian's Order dated December 16, 1969 , 
entitled PROGRAMME: INTELLIGENCE: INTERNAL SECURITY, Mary Sue 
Hubbard, then directly responsible to L. Ron Hubbard, wrote: 
"VITAL TARGETS: 

1. This Programme is to be done by the Asst. 

Guardian or the D/A/Guardian for Intelligence, 
if this post is held separately. 

To establish intelligence files on all 
such persons found to be infiltrators, double 
agents, and disaffected staff members. Scien¬ 
tologists and relatives of Scientologists. 

OPERATING TARGETS: 

1. To make full use of all files on the 
organization to effect your major target. 

These include personnel files. Ethics files. 

Dead files. Central files, training files, 
processing files and requests for refunds. 

2. To assemble full data by investigation of 
each person located for possible use in case 
of attack or for use in preventing any attack 
and to keep files of such." (GO 121689 MSH, 
attached hereto as Attachment 1.) 



1 If I had known of this policy and practice in 1969 I would never 

have become involved with Scientology. 

3 

1 9. The public statement by Hubbard and the Scientology 
organizations is that the purpose of auditing is to free 
individuals. Yet the real use to which auditing is put is to 
entrap and control individuals. Many of the people in 
Scientology are Hubbard’s unwitting dupes; they believe that, to 
8 1 some degree at least, their participation in the covert and 
9 1 illegal use of confidential auditing files has something to do 
0 With freein 9 individuals. Hubbard's personal writings during 
the period of his creation of Dianetics and Scientology, however, 

2 reVeal 3 cora P letel y different and very non-altruistic motivation. 
^ In these writings, now under seal in the Court, Hubbard wrote 

. that he W ° Uld c °ntrol this sector of the Universe, that all men 
will bow down to his will, and that he has the right to use 
men's minds. There are approximately two hundred pages of such 
writings presently under seal. These reveal Hubbard's intent to 
control people, his utter disregard for individuals' rights and 
his meglomania. The illegal use to which he and his organization 
have put and do put penitents' statements, made in confidence, 
fit with the pattern of Hubbard's life and his mental state as 
shown in the sealed documents. 

10 •Hubbard's and Scientology's attorneys are knowing or 
unknowing participants in the illegal use of "confidential" 
penitents' files. Plaintiff's attorney, Karl Kohlweck, in 
refusing to produce my "ethics" file stated: 

• • - 'ethics' files of parishioners of the 
Church of Scientology contain information 
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1 derived from confidential communications 

2 between the parishioners and ministers of the 

^ Church. Plaintiff Church of Scientology of 

4 California asserts the priest-penitent 

5 privilege with respect to the contents of such 

6 files." (Response to Defendant's First Request 

7 for Production of Documents attached hereto as 

8 Attachment 2.) 

9 Besides being ludicrous—the "Church" asserting the privilege for 
10J the penitent when the penitent himself is requesting the files— 
111 ls a clear example of obstruction of justice and abuse of the 

12 justice system. In my deposition of August 18 r 1982, Mr. 

13 Kohlweck asked a series of questions which began: 

14 "Q Mr. Armstrong, isn't it a fact that 

15 during December of 1977 there was dispatch 

1^ concerning you, that you were approved for 

duty at the S. U. or Special Unit, provided you 
18 1 were not ever to be on C.M.O. or Commodore 

1^ Stsff Guardian lines nor at any time on G.O. 

20 lines. Guardian's Office lines, or any 

position senior to Messenger? Are you aware 
of such a dispatch?" (Deposition of Gerald 

p 7 : --—-—- t-t . ---__- 

Armstrong taken August 18, 1982T p: 20"fifT“~ 

24 attached hereto as Attachment 3.) 

2j | The spatch"^Mr. Koh 1 week appears to know in such detail I know 

26 to be from my "ethics" file. From not only this instance/but 

27 from a very long experience with Scientology, it is clear to me 
that the priest-penitent privilege means nothing to Hubbard or 
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l the Scientologists he controls, other than as a vehicle to 
5 P revent the penitent from exerting his privilege, and at the same 
5 time selectively using the information from the files not 
^ relinquished to the penitent because they are "privileged." it 
. is the penitent's privilege? it most certainly is not the 
. organization's. It is just this sort of convoluted perversion of 
the law and the individual's rights which has been Hubbard's 
modus operandi for more than thirty years. 

11. My attorney has written CSC, requesting delivery to me 
of my "auditing" files and "ethics" files. The organization has 
not even responded, yet they have claimed these files are 
protected by the priest-penitent privilege. 

Evidence Code Section 1033 states: 

Privilege of Penitent: "Subject to Section 912, a 
penitent, whether or not a party, has a privilege 
to refuse to disclose, and to prevent another from 
disclosing, a penitential communication if he 
claims the privilege." 

Section 912 deals with waiver of privilege. 

I do not waive the privilege, and in fact insist upon it. The 
only way I can exert the privilege and prevent CSC or Hubbard 
from disclosing my "penitential communications" is to have the 
^^^44^^.g^3nd^ethix:s^^-iles^_a. nd all copies deliv^r^ *-rs me. - 
Yet: CSC and Hubbard refuse, claiming "priest-penitent" privilege, 
which is my privilege, not theirs. 

12.Hubbard has set the organization's policy regarding 


lawsuits: 


"The law can be used very easily to harass. 


1 


and enough harassment 


on somebody who is 
simply on the thin edge anyway, well knowing 
that he is not authorized, will generally be 
sufficient to cause his professional decease. 

If possible, of course, ruin him utterly." 

(Level "0" Checksheet by L. Ron Hubbard, 

7 attached hereto as Attachment 4.) 

8 It is very clear that the refusal to deliver to me my "auditing 

9 1 3nd ' ethics " files ' wi iich have no possible legal use to Hubbarc 

10 or the organization, is simply harassment. Hubbard's directed 

11 | harassment of me has put me "on the thin edge" as he intended. 

12 | am deeply disturbed by the abuses and harassment by Hubbard and 

13 the people he controls and their desire to ruin me utterly. 

14 I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is 

15 true and correct. 

16 Executed this 18th day of December 1983 at Cos** Mesa, 

17 California. ^ 









DECLARATION OF FRANt l. FLINN 


1. I, Frank l • Flinn, reside at 7472 Cornell, St. Louis, Missouri 

63130. 

2. I am currently self-employed as a writer, editor, lecturer and 
consultant in the fields of theology and religion. I am also a Senior 
Religion Editor at the Edwin Mellen Press of Toronto and New York. 

3. I hold a Bachelor of Arts degree in Philosophy (1962) from Quincy 
College, Quincy, Illinois; a Bachelor of Divinity degree (19.66), magna cum 
laude, from Harvard Divinity School, Cambridge, Massachusetts; and a Ph.D. in 
Special Religious Studies (1981) from the University of St. Michael's 
College, Toronto School of Theology, Toronto, Ontario, Canada. I have also 
done advanced study at Harvard University, the University of Pennsylvania, 
and the University of Heidelberg, Germany. At the University of Heidelberg, I 
was a Fulbright Fellow, 1966-67. At the University of Pennsylvania, I was a 
National Defense Foreign Language Fellow, Title VI, 1968-69. 

4. Since 1962, I have devoted intense study to religious sectarian 
movements, ancient and modern. A portion of my doctoral studies was focussed 
specifically on the rise of new religious movements in the United States and 
abroad since World War II. That study included the investigation of new 
religions In terms of their belief systems, lifetstyles, use of religious 
language, leadership, motivation and sincerity, and the material conditions 
of their existence. 
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5, Prior to ■/ present position, I taught at Maryville College, St, 
Louis, Missouri, 1980-81; St. Louis University, St. Louis, Missouri, 1977-79, 
where I was Craduate Director of the Masters Program in Religion and 
Education; the Universitj of Toronto, Ontario, 1976-77, where I was Tutor in 
Comparative Religion; St. John's College, Santa Fe, New Mexicd, 1970-75, 
where I was Tutor in the Great Books Program; LaSalle College, Philadelphia, 
Pennsylvania, Summers 1969-73, where I was Lecturer in Biblical Studies and 
the Anthropology of Religion; Boston College, Boston, Massachusetts, 1967-68, 
where I was Lecturer in Biblical Studies; and Newton College of the Sacred 
Heart, Newton, Massachusetts, where I was Lecturer in Biblical Studies. 

6. I am a member in good standing of the American Academy of Religion, 
the Religious Education Association, the College Theology Society, the 
Council on Religion and Law, and am an associate member of the Christian 
Legal Society. I am a practicing Roman Catholic at All Saints Parish, 
University City, Missouri. 

7. Since 1968, I have lectured and written about various new religious 
movements which have arisen in the 19th and 20th centuries in the United 
States. In ay lecture courses "Anthropology of Religion" (LaSalle College), 
"Comparative Religion" (University of Toronto) and "The American Religious 
Experience" (St. Louis University), I have dealt with such religious 
movements as the Great Awakening. Shakerism, Mormonism, Seventh Day 
Adventism, Jehovah's Witnesses, New Harmony, Oneida, Brook Farm, Unification, 
Scientology, etc. I have published several articles and been general editor 
of books on the topic of new religions. It is my policy not to testify about 
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• living religious group unless I have long-term, first-hand knowledge of 
that group. I have been invited to testify on various aspects of the new 
religions before the U.S. Congress, the Ohio legislature, the Illinois 
legislature, and the Kansas legislature. I have delivered lectures on the 
topic of the new religious movements at colleges and universities in the 
United States, Canada and Europe. 

8. I have studied the Church of Scientology in depth since 1976. I have 
sufficiently sampled the vast literature of Scientology (its scriptures) to 
form the opinions expressed below. I have visited Scientology Churches in 
Toronto, Ontario, St. Louis, Missouri, Portland, Oregon, Clearwater, Florida, 
Los Angeles, and Paris, France, where I familiarized myself with the 
day-to-day operations of the Church. I have also conducted numerous 
interviews (spiritual biographies) of members of the Church of Scientology. I 
am also familiar with most of the literature written about Scientology, 
ranging from objective scholarship to Journalistic accounts, both favorable 
and unfavorable. 

9. The question has arisen in the minds of some as to whether 
Scientology is a religion. As a comparative scholar of religions, I maintain 
that for a movement to be a religion and for a group to constitute a church. 
It needs to manifest three characteristics, or marks, which are discernible 
in religions around the world. Below, I define these three characteristics. 

(a) First, a religion must possess a system of beliefs or 
doctrines which relate the believers to the ultimate meaning of 
life (God, the Supreme Being, the Inner Light, the 
Infinite, etc.). 
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(b) Secondly, the system of beliefs must Issue into 
religious practices which can be divided into 1) norms 
for behavior (positive commands and negative prohibitions 
or taboos) and 2) rites and ceremonies (sacraments. 

Initiations, ordinations, sermons, prayers, services for 
funerals and marriages, etc.). 

(b) Thirdly, the system of beliefs and practices must 
unite a body of believers so as to constitute an identifiable 
community which is either hierarchical or 
congregational in polity and which possesses a spiritual 
way of life in harmony which the ultimate meaning of life 
as perceived by the believers. 

Not all religions will emphasize each of these characteristics to the 
same degree, but all will possess them in a perceptible way. 

10. On the basis of these three criteria and of my research into the 
Church of Scientology, I can state without hesitation that the Church of 
Scientology constitutes a bona fide religion. It possesses all the marks of 
religion known around the world: (1) a well-defined belief system, (2) which 
issues into religious practices (positive and negative norms for behavior and 
religious rites and ceremonies), and (3) which sustain the body of believers 
in an identifiable religious community. In terms of their belief system. 
Scientologists believe that mankind is basically good, that the spirit can be 
saved, and that the healing of both physical and spiritual ills proceeds from 
the spirit, which they define as "thetan." According to Scientology belief, 
"thetan" is immortal and has assumed various bodies in "past lives." This 
doctrine has many affinities with the Buddhist belief in samsara or the 
transmigration of the soul. Belief in the Supreme Being is expressed in 
terms of the "Eighth Dynamic" which is equivalent to God or Infinity. The 
Creed of Scientology can be compared to the classic Catholic creed of Nicaea, 
the Lutheran Augsburg Confession and the Presbyterian Westminster Confession. 
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11. In terns of religious practices, Scientology has many ceremonial 
religious forms which can be found in traditional religious groups, such as 
initiation or baptism (which Is called "naming" in Scientology), marriage, 
funerals, etc. However, the central religious practice of Scientology is 
auditing, which is comparable to the confession of sins and spiritual 
guidance among traditional religious groups. Scientologists make a 

distinction between reactive or passive mind and analytical or active mind. 
The reactive mind records what adherents call "engrams," which are like 
spiritual traces of pain, injury, or impact. The reactive mind is believed 
to retain engrams that go back to the fetal state and reach further back to 
past lives. The notion of engrain is functionally equivalent to the notion of 
sin in Judaism and Christianity and bears close resemblance to the Buddhist 
doctrine of threads of entanglement" which hare held over from previous 
incarnations and which Impede the attainment of enlightenment. 

Scientologists believe that unless one is freed from these engrams through 
the activation of analytical mind, one's survival ability, happiness, 
intelligence and spiritual well-being will be severely impaired. It is on 
this basis that adherents are motivated to go through the many stages of 
auditing. A beginner in the auditing process is called a "preclear" and one 
who has successfully discovered and erased all traces of past engrams is 
called a dear." This distinction between preclear and clear may be compared 
to the traditional Christian distinction between sin and grace, as well as 
the Buddhist distinction between entanglement and enlightenment. Adherents 
who are at higher auditing levels are considered as striving to become 
"operating thetans" so that they may be at cause over matter, energy, space 
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«nd tl«e. While not opposed to consulting physicians.ior physical ailnents. 
Scientologists hare a fir. taboo against the use of psychotropic drugs for 
the aental and spiritual healing of the soul. The bulk of Scientology 
ninisterial practice is devoted to auditing, to courses for the training of 
auditors, who are like spiritual counsellors, and to achieving the nany 
levels of spiritual enlightenment through the auditing process. These many 
levels of auditing and spiritual enlightenment are remarkably like the levels 
of religious and spiritual enlightenment in the noted Christian treatises. 
Journey of .the Kind into God by St. Bona venture, and the Spiritual Exercises 
by St. Ignatius of Loyola. 

12. As with every known religion, Scientology has a communal life and 
ecclesiastical organization which serves to preserve and to propagate the 
belief system and to foster the religious practices. In ecclesiastical 
structure Scientology is hierarchical rather than congregational. 
Congregational religions exercize authority horizontally by locally electing 
ministers of churches, voting on reformulations of belief systems and 
religious practices, as well as church polity. Many Protestant denominations 
in the United States are congregational in polity. Hierarchical religions, 
on the other hand, exercize authority by appointment from the top down, 
either from a central religious figure such as the Pope in Roman Catholicism, 
the Dalai Lama in Tibetan Buddhism, and the Archbishop of Cantebury in 
Anglicanism, or from a central executive body, such as a synod of bishops or 
council of elders. Some religious groups such as the Missouri Synod Lutheran 
Church have a combination of congregational and hierarchical polities. In 
hierarchical religions, the church leaders are invested with the power to 
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interpret doctrine, modify religious practices and formulate polity. My 
studj of the Church of Scientology shoved ae that it followed the traditional 
hierarchical type of church polity. 

13. In the course of tine certain religious and ecclesiastical 
practices of the Church of Scientology have cone under critldso by outsiders 
and disaffected members. Those criticisms can be enumerated under four 
topics: (a) the "disconnection" of Church members from their natal families; 


'b) th e information 


of the 


practices associated with the Rehabilitation Project Force (RPF); and (d) the 
use and confidentiality of the Pre-Clear files (contained in what are known 
as PC folders) of upper level members of the Church. 


Below I will discuss these Issues one by one. But, first, some general 
remarks are in order. As noted above, religions are constituted not simply 
by beliefs, however unintelligible to the non-believer, but also by acts and 
practices (ethical norms and rites), both of which serve to shape a way of 
life for a community of believers. In general, a great amount of attention 
has been given to the varieties of belief among the religions of the world, 
while religious acts have been subordinated to illuminating those beliefs. 
Most definitions of religion focus on the belief system to the detriment of 
the religious practices and community. Hence, the attention given to 
religious acts has tended to be either minimal or slanted. When religious 
acts are noticed, that attention has frequently been prurient, that is, 
religious rites elicit interest only in so far as they are odd, bizarre or 
quaint. Both beliefs and religious acts, however, are like two gears which 
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sake the transmission (the way of life) of a community of believer go 
around. All three—beliefs, acts, and way of life—need to be looked at both 
separately and in conjunction. 

(a) Many critics of the new religious movements, in general, and of 
Scientology, in particular, have claimed that converts have been deliberately 
induced to alienate themselves from their families and to devote themselves 
heart, mind and soul to their new-found religion. This claim and the tension 
between an older generation and new converts are neither a simple nor a new 
phenomenon. 

I will address the complexity of the Issue first. „ Here we are dealing, 
first, with a matter of media bias. Scholars of new religious movements have 
noted that newspaper, television and radio coverage of religion-related 
events keep pertinent information about mainline religions in the background 
while underlining that about the new ones. If, for example, two men, one an 
Episcoplian and the other a Jehovah's Witness are arrested for murder, the 
news headline about the Episcopalian will read "Man Tills Wife," while the 
one about the Jehovah's Witness will read "Jehovah's Witness Slays Mate." 

Secondly, the media often lump all new religious movements together 
such that the practices of one are attributed to another which has completely 
different practices. Media coverage of innovative religious movements 
frequently fall into the age-old trap of the sweeping generalization: "If you 
have seen one, you have seen them all." Immediately after the Jonestown 
massacre—’indeed a lamentable tragedy—the media started carrying articles 
about "suicide pacts" and "suicide drills" in other "cults" and ceased so 
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doing only when the evidence proved absent. So, too, alienation of nev 
converts froa parents and other relatives, while true about some nev 
religious Bovesents under some circumstances, quickly became attributed to 
all. Hy study of the nev religious movements shoved that ’'disconnection" 
between members and their relatives occurred the least among Scientologists. 

Thirdly, my interviews with nev converts of several nev religions 
showed that friction between the young adult member and his or her 
parents—an often enough occurrence throughout American culture—often 
preceded the membership. Thus conversion to a religion, whether old or nev, 
becomes the occasion but not the primary cause of the surfacing of 
long-standing family conflicts. 

Mjr studies.show that contact with parents and others by members of new 
religions was nearly normal, even when the parents disapproved of membership 
in the new religion, until "deprogramming" became common. Because the new 
religions could not predict whether or not their members would be abducted 
when meetings were sought on the part of relatives, they naturally became 
guarded. Even on this score, Scientology was an exception for few of them 
were in fact "deprogrammed" at the instigation of their parents or other 
relatives. 

Keeping in mind the complex factors sketched above, I can note that 
friction, tension, alienation, lack of communication between members of nev 
religious movements and their parents is no more nor less than the same rifts 
that take place in every family known to me. Nor, in fact, are these rifts 
anything new in the history of religion. In his quest for spiritual 
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enlightenment Gautama Buddha, born a Hindu prince, not only abandoned hie 
parents, much to their dismay, but also his wife and children. Hoses, 
reacting to the bondage of Israelite slaves under Egyptian domination, slew 
one of their persecutors and fled the comforts of the Egyptian court to 
encounter God in the desert of Midian. In the Kiddle Ages, both Thomas 
Aquinas, offspring of Neapolitan nobility, and Francis of Assisi, son of a 
wealthy Umbrian merchant, abandoned as youths their lives of ease and 
privilege. Joined the urban youth movement of known as the Mendicants (Latin 
for beggars”), and took vows of absolute poverty, chastity and obedience. 
Both Thomas and Francis were kidnapped and Imprisoned by their parents and 
relatives who, to no avail, used methods remarkably like those used by modern 
”deprogrammers” In order to get them to abandon their ways. St. Thomas 
received the title "Angelic Doctor" by the Catholic Church because he 
resisted the blandishments of a prostitute employed by his brothers to get 
him to break his vow of chastity. Orthodox churchmen labelled members of the 
new mendicant orders, known today as Dominicans, Franciscans and 

Augustinians, as "dementes" (Latin for "insane") and "filii diaboli" ("sons 
of the devil”). St. Thomas even wrote the first anti-deprogramming treatise, 
entitled "Contra pestiferam doctrinam retrahentium homines a religionis 
ingressu" ("Against the Pernicious Doctrine of Those Dragging Youth Away from 
Entering Religious Life"). 

Martin Luther instigated a lifelong alienation with his father, who 
wanted him to become a lawyer with a lucrative income, by Joining the 
Augustinian order. In turn, Luther created a rift within Christendom itself 
by attacking the practice of indulgences and holding to the doctrine of 
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justification by faith alone. Similar rifts and alienations hare occured in 
American religious history, especially in the events surrounding the Great 
Awakening, which American historians recognize as a primary source for the 
rise of the democratic sentiment in America and the the principle of freedom 
in religious conscience and practice. The Great Awakening was the beginning 
of revivalism in American, a religious tradition still espoused by many, most 
notably the Rev. Dr. Billy Graham. As noted by Jonathan Edvards in his 
"Faithful Karrative" (1737), the New England revival of religion began among 
the youth. This resurgence of piety among the young stirred such staid 
Harvard divines as Charles Chauncey to score the revivalists for "a certain 
wildness...discernible in their general look and air." Today deprogrammers 
attempt to convince parents that their offspring, often well educated and 
legally of majority age, display "glazed eyes" or have been "zapped" into 
being "zombies" by the single glance of a guru's eyes. The religions have 
changed but the charge remains the same. 

In past and present religious history alienation from family and kin 
has been not only an unintended, and seemingly unavoidable, byproduct of the 
conflict between the old and the new but also a fundamental tenet of 
religious practice. Thus the monks and hermits of the third century onwards 
practiced "withdrawal from the world" because the world and its ways were 
believed to be "corrupt" and "under the dominion of the Prince of Darkness." 
The eremites of Asia Minor not only withdrew from the world but also their 
fellow monks, living alone in prayerful solitude in caves still to be seen in 
present-day Turkey. Members of contemplative orders, both in the West and the 
Far East, enter monasteries where rules of silence and solitude are so great 
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that phone cooaunlcatlon and letters to and froo-rel&tlves are prohibited or 
restricted to a few feast days. As a aeaber of the Franciscan order from 
1958-64, I was allowed no phone cooaunlcatlon with my relatives for the 
entire year of my novitiate, was not allowed to attend my grandfather's 
funeral, and received only one letter a month, which was subject to 
inspection by the oaster of novices. 

The "disconnection" between parents and adult offspring in the new 
religions appears to be part and parcel of the immemorial conflict between 
the old and the new. Though the conflict may be immemorial, it is not 
immutable. My acquaintance with enduring oembers of the new religions, 
including Scientologists, suggests that over time familial rifts and 
disagreements become healed, especially as the member assumes positions of 
responsibility, gets further higher education, or marries and has children. 

(b) The information gathering efforts of the Church of Scientology have 
stirred not a little controversy. I have heard it described as an 
"intelligence service" on the order of the Central Intelligence Agency and 
other governmental agencies. Though I in no way condone the violation of the 
lawful administration of government and the civil rights of others in the 
gathering and use of information, this aspect of the Church of Scientology 
deserves to be put in perspective. 

First, scholars in many fields have noted that we live in an 
"information culture" of centralized data banks, computerized credit records, 
and electronic networking, etc. Just as early Christianity participated in 
the general culture of the Greco-Roman mystery religions with which it shared 
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such initiation rituals ss baptism, so the new religions of our time share in 
the informational "networking" culture of the late twentieth center/. The 
speed with which information of all kinds travels among the new religions has 

continual!/ amazed me, but the same amazement holds for the general business 
culture. 

• 

Secondly, Scientology is not alone among religions in having 

"intelligence" gathering services. It is well known that the Swiss Guards, 
formerly the mercenary protectors of such European monarchs as Louis XIV and 
now the protectors of the Pope of Rome, have intelligence units which gather 
and share information with other national intelligence agencies for the 
protection of the Pope and the benefit of the Vatican State. Furthermore, 
post religions among whom I can name Greek Orthodory, Lutheranism, 

Presbyterianism, Episcopalianism, and Mormonism—have ecclesiastical 
tribunals, courts and councils of elders for maintaining purity of doctrine 
and practices. These ecclesiastical offices have information gathering 

powers for trying cases of heresy and church crimes such as sacrilege, 
annuling marriages, dispensing communicants from ecclesiastical impediments, 
compiling confidential dossiers on candidates to high ecclesiastical office, 
supervising seminaries, divinity schools and other Institutions under 
ecclesiastical supervision. 

Thirdly, while there has no doubt been some Intrusion into government 
administration on the part of the new religions, their information gathering 
powers are dwarfed by those of modern states. The legislative, executive and 
Judicial branches of government in the 1970 f s weighed heavily upon the new 
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religious movements. Witness the number of bills both la Congress and in 
State legislatures vhlch espoused investigations into the "cults," denial of 
charitable status, conservatorships for deconverting adherents, and penalties 
for fraudulent belief. Local judiciaries have Issued conservatorships on 
scant/ evidence. Agencies of the executive such as the Immigration and 
Naturalization Service, the Internal Revenue Service, the Food and Drug 
Administration have been called upon to examine, scrutinize and issue reports 
about the internal practices of the new religions in a way that would arouse 
national furor if used against mainline religions. The response on the part 
of some new religions—among whom I would include the Church of 
Scientology—has been a sense of persecution and sometimes an aggressive 
pursuit of such laws as the Freedom of Information Act. In such a charged 
atmosphere neither religion nor state can flourish in their proper spheres. 
As the relation between the new religions and the state gets clarified and 
rectified bj the higher courts, my expectation is that these skirmishes will 
diminish on both sides and both will be wiser and less wary of one another. 
Only then will religion and state be less inclined to view one another as 
conspiratorial enemies, which, unfortunately is the present perception on 
both sides. 

(c) Another area for which the Church of Scientology is faulted is the 
manner with which it seemingly controls the daily life of its members, in 
general, and the apparently harsh discipline imposed upon Sea Org members In 
the Rehabilitation Project Force (RPF), in particular. In Scientology the 
Sea Org(anization) is composed of highly dedicated members who take vows of 
eternal service and live a life in community. The RPF discipline is used 
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when Sea Org member* find themselves "non productive" or, in Scientology 
terminology, "stat crasher*." In these situations, member* are put on * 
definite schedule, spend several hours a day studying Scientology Technology, 
and have co-auditing sessions to achieve what believers call "release" and 
"full cleanup." Members do physical labor, but also get lots of healthy food 
and lots of rest. 

Critics of the new religions charge that this kind of discipline 
constitutes "mind" and "milieu control" of the sort used by the Chinese 
Communists to enforce political re-indoctrination after the Communist 
takeover in 1949. The aim and goal of the RPF however is entirely different 
than that of the Communists in China. The Communists wanted to guarantee 
political uniformity, whereas the Scientologist wants spiritual "release" and 
enlightenment" as "an immortal thetan." Secondly, Chinese peasants were 
forced into the re-indoctrination programs, whereas the Scientologists freely 
P art l c ipates in the RPF program as a consequence of his or her vows of 
eternal service. Thus the proper comparison is not to political but to 
spiritual disciplines, which are present in every religion known to me and 
which I have undergone myself. 

When a young adult enters a contemplative order such as the Trappists 
or Carmelites, that person takes vows of poverty, chastity and obedience to 
superiors. The novice, or new member, cuts all ties with family and worldly 
concerns. Men receive the tonsure (shaving of the head) and women have their 
locks shorn to signify the renunciation of worldly vanity. In ceremonies, 
involving women entrants into religious orders that I have witnessed, the nun 
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eaters the chapel wearing s bridal garment to symbolize that she is about to 
eater s spiritual marriage with Christ. The garments are then removed, her 
hair is shorn, sad she is invested vlth the habit of the order, which is 
often made of plain wool. 

Contemplative*, monks, mendicants and other religious societies not 
only take the three vovs mentioned above, but also commit themselves to other 
religious practices such as long hours of meditation each day, periods of 
manual labor, midnight choir (the singing of Psalms), fasting during Lent and 
Advent, study of the rule of the order and other spiritual writings, and 
silence. As member of the Franciscan Order (which I left voluntarily and was 
free to do so), I myself freely submitted to the religious practice of 
flagellation on Fridays, striking the legs and back with a small whip to 
®° r tify the desires of the flesh and to commemorate the flagellation of Jesus 
Christ before his crucifixion. In the tradition of St. Benedict's dictum 
"ora et labors" (Latin for "pray and work"), I also spent several hours each 
day, with the exception of Sunday, doing physical labor, including 
woodworking, tending a garden, cleaning floors, washing laundry, peeling 
potatoes, etc. These tasks were assigned to me by my superiors, and because 
I took a vow of obedience, I did them. Furthermore, as a mendicant, I took a 
vow of absolute poverty such that I owned absolutely no material possessions, 
including the robe which I wore. When rules of the monastery are broken, 
monks and friars are regularly assigned menial tasks as penances. Compared 
with these Soman Catholic practices, the practices of the'RPF are not~only — 
not bizarre but even mild. 
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The RPF program can also be coopered to eplrltual retreats conducted by 
■an/ religions in order to restructure believers 9 lives, including their 
secular life, and to provide refreshment for the soul. The Jesuits, ouch 
like the Sea Org members, have a period of retreat and rededication vhich is 
called Tertlanship after undergoing a period of temporary vows. During 
Tertlanship the Jesuit practices the "Spiritual Exercises" of St. Ignatius of 
Loyola, founder of the Society of Jesus. After Tertlanship a Jesuit takes a 
fourth vow of special obedience to the Pope, much as the Sea Org members take 
vows of "eternal service." 

Just as the Sea Org members who go through the RPF discipline to obtain 
release" and "full cleanup" for the sake of redemption or salvation, so 
religions around the world have practiced sometimes stringent disciplines in 
order to attain "sarasara" (escape from the cycle of rebirth in Hinduism), 
"moksa" (Buddhism), "satori" (Zen), the "beatific vision" (Roman Catholicism, 
Greek Orthodoxy), or communication with heavenly beings such as angels or 
transcendent "Masters" such as the theosophic Master of St. Germain believed 
in by the I Am religious group. (Perhaps it is worth mentioning that the 
an d practices of the I Amers were the subject of the famous Supreme 
Court case U.S. v. Ballard in 1944). 

It is my opinion that the spiritual disciplines and practices, such as 
the Rehabilitation Project Force, of the Church of Scientology are not only 
not unusual or even strange but characteristic of religion itself when 
compared with religious practices known around the world. Contrary to the 
generally second-hand opinions of outsiders and to the claims of disaffected 
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■«*bera, whose no tires are suspect, I would —say that submission to such 
practices Is not due to browbeating on the part of church leaders but follows 
as a natural consequence froo a free religious commitment to a spiritual 
discipline in the first place. 

(d) Another religious practice of the Church of Scientology which has 
come under scrutiny is the Issue of the confidentiality exercised with 
respect to the auditing records of members and especially of the "pre-clear 
files" of upper-level church members. I find the practice of the Church of 
Scientology In this regard fully In keeping with the practices of other 
religions. 

In general, there are two fundamental reasons why churches, including 
the Church of Scientology, seek confidentiality, with regard to unauthorized 
examination of spiritual records. The first is to preserve the sanctity of 
the spiritual privacy of the believer. The second is to safeguard the 
integrity of a religions innermost sacred doctrines. 

In regard to the first reason, the spiritual privacy of the believer, 
Scientology Is like every religion known to me. The Roman Catholic Church 
protects the priest-penitent relationship with the severest of sanctions, 
including dismissal from priestly office and expulsion from the Church 
Itself. Upon ordination priests take an oath of the "confessional seal" 
before they are allowed to hear the confession of sins and administer 
official spiritual counselling. My pastor, a Monsignor in the Roman Catholic 
Church, has testified to me that he would undergo imprisonment and death 
before revealing the contents of any confession, whether this revelation was 
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demanded by the President of the United States or by the Pope of Rome. 
Furthermore, each Roman Catholic archdiocese possesses a sealed religious 
archive to which only the Bishop or Vicar General may grant access. Such 
archives Include files on the spiritual lives and morals of the clergy and 
the religious orders, dispensations from impediments to the reception of the 
sacraments like marriage or ordination, judgments from ecclesiastical.trials, 
unproven denunciations, episcopal admonitions and reprimands to believers. 
The strict regulations regarding the use of these archives are contained in 
what is known as the "Corpus Juris Canonici" or Code of Canon Law. Among such 
regulations are Included rules for documented authorization of the use of the 
files, oaths of absolute secrecy, control over the amount of information to 
which a user may have access, limitations on historians researching deceased 
persons, etc. Abuse of the archive and unauthorized divulging of information 
can bring severe penalties, including demotion from office, penances and even 
excommunication. 

Most Protestant denominations have similar regulations and penalties in 
their respective church polities. Likewise Scientology has codes of conduct 
for auditors and other officials regarding authorized files. The Church does 
not allow any outsider access to a parishioner’s files as a matter of 
priest-penitent privilege, as is the case with other churches. 
Confidentiality of this type of material touches on the nerve center of 
religion itself. The historical record shows that no church lightly suffers 
the intrusion into such records by the government or any other outside 
agency. The history of the Reign of Terror in France reveals the great 
number of priests who went to the guillotine rather than break the 
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The second reason, the safeguarding of a religion’s innermost religious 
doctrine, is also a motive for preserving the confidentiality of 
ecclesiastical files and records. As an outside scholar, I naturally had no 
access to Scientology auditing files. My interviews with members, however, 
showed that during the auditing process, especially with regard to upper 
level embers, matters calling for religious interpretation or appointment to 
higher church office often came up. The same kinds of questions come up in 
Roman Catholicism, Eplscopallanism and the Orthodox Church when fundamental 
beliefs come into question or someone is a candidate for a bishopric or 
higher office and the files collected on the candidate are protected in the 
exactly same way. 

Historically speaking, many past religions were led toward policies of 
confidentiality because public dissemination of personal spiritual 
information and more complicated religious doctrines led to abuse, outside 
ridicule of beliefs, theological disputes which spilled over into the secular 
arena and hostile misinterpretation. A religion's guarding of its personal 
ecclesiastical files and its Innermost teachings is like a sacred patent, 
comparable to the secular practice of protecting industrial patents and 
processes on the part of business corporations. Failure to protect these 
sacred patents would violate each believer’s trust and lead to the 
disintegration of the religion itself. 

14. Throughout religious history many acts and practices of religious 
groups have elicited strong reaction from the surrounding society. Thus the 
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Romans saw the earlj Christian ceremonies as "superstition" and as occasions 
for plotting sedition. Luther scored the ceremonial pomp of the Roman Curia 
as more corrupt than Babylon and Sodom." Many outsiders and even Catholics 
contemned Jesuit moral theology as "casuistry" with such great vehemence that 
the term "Jesuitical" became synonymous with the terms casusltic and 
devious. To the westerner the Jain practice of "ahimsa"—not harming any 
form of life, even to the extent of wearing masks like those used in surgery 
lest a gnat be inadvertently killed—can seem downright ludicrous. The Amish 
practice of not wearing buttons or usiog tractors and electricity because 
they are showy and hinder the "plain life" enjoined by the Bible strike most 
Americans as unprogressive, at worst, and quaint, at best. 

Many find the practices of Jewish Orthodoxy unusual and 
incomprehensible. Orthodox Jews follow strictly the laws of Deuteronomy and 
Leviticus. They do not mix milk with meat, weave linen with wool, sow wheat 
with barley or eat any animal which mixes the categories of creation sketched 
in the first chapter of the Book of Genesis as a matter of religious 
principle. All such mixings are deemed "unclean" and contrary to God's will 
in "separating" or "dividing" the orders of creation. To the Orthodox Jew 
these practices entail great inconveniences, such as keeping two completely 
separate sets of eating and cooking utensils. These food laws are not kept 
under compulsion but out of a desire to keep holy the ways of the Lord. 

To the outsider, to sceptics and to agnostics, the religious practices 
I have discussed above might appear as nonsensical, primitive, devious, 
manipulative, or oppressive. But, Just as belief is in the mind of the 
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believer, so religious practice Issues froa the body of the believer to give 

concrete evidence and assurance of release from sin, impurity or spiritual 

ignorance and to aignif, to all the hope of redemption, aalv.tion or 
enllghtenaent. 
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Glvea this /4~t h day of July, 1985, in St. Loula, Missouri. 
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Sworn and subscribed before me this 14th day of July, 1985 



My commission expires 2/27/87 
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1, JOHN G. PETERSON, ESQ. 

! PETERSON 6 BRYNAN 
2| 9530 Wilshire Boulevard, Suite 407 

Beverly Hille, California 90211 

3 (213) 659-9965 

4 DONALD C. RANDOLPH 
CHARLOTTE I. ASHMUN 

5 Members of 

OVERLAND, BERKE, WESLEY, GITS, 

6 RANDOLPH & LEVANAS 

A Professional Corporation 

7 2566 Overland Avenue, Seventh Floor 
Los Angeles, California 90064 

8 (213) 559-8150 

9 Attorneys for Plaintiff and Cross-Defendant 
Church of Scientology of California 


SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 
FOR THE COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES 


13 CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF 
CALIFORNIA, a California 

14 Corporation, 

15 Plaintiff, 


CASE NO. C 420153 

DECLARATION OF REVEREND 
KEN HODEN IN RESPONSE 
TO JULY 2, 1985 
DISCOVERY ORDER 


17 GERALD ARMSTRONG, et al.. 


Defendants. 


AND RELATED CROSS-ACTION 


21 REVEREND KEN HODEN, declare as follows: 

22 1. I am the President of the Church of Scientology of 

23 Los Angeles. I have been a staff minister with the Church of 

24 Scientology for the past 11 years and have received and 

25 delivered thousands of hours of pastoral counselling 

26 (auditing). 

27 2. In its order of July 2, 1985, the Court refers to 

28 "verbatim as veil as sum and substance type recitals" from 
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the preclear folders. "Verbatim" and "sum and substance type 
recitals" are not part of the auditing process and do not 
appear in any of the internal Church scriptures specifying 
what an auditor writes down in session. The Court specifies 
material to be turned over including "name of interviewer." 

An auditing session is not an "interview" and to refer to it 
as such is a blatant degradation of this religious practice. 

3. Materials and information stored or recorded within 
the confessional folders (PC folders) are confidential and 
privileged. Our religious doctrine prohibits any parishioner 
or person receiving pastoral counselling (auditing) from 
viewing the contents of their folders. Our religious 
doctrines also prohibit any external dissemination of 
preclear folders. Even our attorneys are forbidden to review 
these folders. The only people who are allowed to view the 
pastoral counselling folders are authorized Church ministers. 

4. I myself have 24 confessional folders (PC Folders), 

. each one containing some 300 pages, and I have never seen 

the contents of these folders, and I am the President of the 
Church. 

5. The Court refers to GO 121669 for justification in 
saying that the clergymen-penitent does not apply for the 
time period during which Armstrong was a member of the Church. 
The Court refers to GO 121669 for justification for 
abolishing the clergymen-penitent privilege. Yet nowhere does 
the program call for a) external dissemination of the 
preclear folder or b) use of Information against anyone. 

tf. To cause preclear folders or preclear folder 




information to be released from the care~ and control of 
authorized Church ministars is to causa tha destruction of 
its parishioners• raligious fraadom and vould ba a sevara 
violation of Church acclasiastical policies. 

Executed this 29th day of July, 1985, in Los Angeles, 
California. 

I declare under penalty of perjury that tha foregoing is 
true and correct. 



REVEREND KEN HODEN 
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15 T9 Write up of his connewtioo with blown itiff Tknzjj IV ancle. Said he klntd 
ho a few times, encouraged har to handle her 2D problems with h usband 
Tom TVanele. When It appeared she was adamant on dlvArced ha took har 
to Tirana 

12 iu| T9 Oetrj la promoted to Bnslgn( prov) by order elined by LRH. Flag Condition! 
order 3877 


30 Aug T9 Shelly, X Services Chief writes Gerry has not handled Brendaa Black yet. 

Bvarytlae the la sent to get sene thing the spends a long time finding it. 
«ayt>e someone else should ha put In charge of lAH’a gear. 


6 Sept 79 Signs e security pledge not to reveal anything about the Church's con¬ 
fidential actions in Calif or any other part of the world. 


28 a ept 79 


JoSTC t^wT 7 h “ b " n * tood vorl ' r “ 4 Uv *r* 


T9 Sept79 Gerry writae to Dir IIS and says ha doesn’t want to be on any ^ustioe 
actions for a while a* he has too much work It his seniors are wv«y, and 
the one he Just finished caused'him to lose too such sllep- making driving 
dangerous. 


20 Oct Gerry Is the chairman on a coma sv on Becky Book. 


3 Hot 79 Commendation from Jon Harwich for handling some R Renos cycles/ 


7 Hot 79 Compliance report to LRH to order dated 2h Sept 79- to work out a aolouticm 
SO the wet areas outside the house don’t get traebed in on the carpets. 

Ha did the cycle- getting indoor and outdoor carpet mats. 

6 Dec 79 U arr£ requests a chit from Anns Taakett be withdrawn. Says he gave incomplete 
data to his senicts and upaet s were caused as a result. ( Ann says this) 


Jan 80 Gerz 7 Slew from the pur if- mo comm to the C/S at all. 


1930 GERRY ARMSTRONG’S KATIE IS ON A LIST OP FEOFLE WHOSE 

PARENTS HAYE GIVEN SCIENTOLOGY A HARD TIKE. 


Pab IB 80 BepartC Ccmmendation ehit)0 From Dawn Fseger to ^murel states Q erry did 
a lot of research Into DIV7 BOKBTB. Was thanking laurel for her help at 
a SSF want. Chit same data on Garry ( Commendation) states ha did a 
lot of work researching LRH’a role in the film- Dive Bomber. 


7 Apr 80 Jerry got off an ov in session that he had an out 2D with Lis Lee. 
9 Apr 80 Doas lowers on first dynamle( Doubt) on up. 


• Apr 80 


Heport from laurel &illiT«n- says ha did documentation on the purif- rair 
thourough- la back on the biographical material, that im acme cawThe dole 
iAat ha wanta to - regardless of orders, Ha la mow auditing on OT I 4 13- 
«acn is mis first case progw.s in a long lima. E« ala^t get Seng 

SS ^ ^ ^ *** UnA tto " U “* d ^ thS th« 
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GERRY ARMSTRONG PROJECT 


17 Feb 82 


Project information* Gerry Armatrorig is a blown SO Member who 
had access to a lot of sensitive information; he is now disaffected, 
from what we can see. He is hiding out apparently. He knows the 
GO has been looking into him, so he has been laying low to 
avoid this. So weVdon't know where he is currently and he is 
expecting us to approach him on a covert line. So this presents 
the trickiest of problems. It would undoubtedly antagonize him 
further if any of our investigation efforts became known to him. 

< w • • J a* V* *4 | I, n 


roject purpose*”To'obtain~a means or preaicting Armstrong's 
in such a way that there is no possibility of backflash.- 

Step® The first thing we need to do is to locate him. Those few 
people who know where he is probably are on the look out for GO 
inquiries. However, he is going to have to get a job soon to earn 
a living, by law he must notify the DMV when he moves - he Slight 
do this, and there are other things like that which can be checked 
and which may give us his location once he starts operating in the 
wog world again. These can be checked once we get his birthday 
and social security number. These should be available from his 
. personnel records and his treasury records. So the steps would bet 
Jg; Telex Flag and SD to locate his personnel file and to get his 
ss number from payroll records. 

Ose this data to check DMV, the post office, or any other source 
^ to locate him in a way that he-would not be aware of it. 

StepgJ Go through his files and folders to extract the names of 
peojfte who knew him and who are still well connected up and 
completely trustworthy. Interview these people to find out who 
perry's close friends were and to see if he had any relatives in 
this area (we could then follow up to see if he might be staying 
with them). 


Step 3) Determine which locations would be likely places that 
Gerry might be staying, assuming that he would be staying with 
friends or relatives. Check these out, either by physical surveillance 
or other means, to determine if he's there. 

Step 4) Note that Gerry had tried to get OVG to hire him as a 
researcher after he blew. It could be that he gave a PT address 
to OVG. This should be checked out by going through the proper 
people who have a line to OVG to see if this can be done or if 
he has it. 


Step 5) Conditional* If GA has not been located at this point 
by doing the above steps, then review what has been done and 
work o ut further actions that could be done to locate him. 

Step 6) Once he is located, determine where he is currently working. 
This may entail following him to see where he works. 

Step 7) Once it is established where he works, see what opportunities 
might exist there for setting up an inquiry line from an apparent 
"vog" angle. He might not be expecting that at all. 

Step 8 } Review his files for people-who had a good commline with • 
him and who are no longer on staff, and who would be trustworthy. 

Step 9) Once the list of candidates has been selected from step 8 
above, do a complete check on these people (discreetly) to see 
what their current status, demeanor, attitude, etc., are as regards 
their potential willingness to help us on this cycle. 

Step 10) Using standard and discreet recruitment tech, interview 
the trustworthy candidates to see if they can be used as a resource. 
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Step 11) Arrange a suitable cover story and other standard 
procedures, such as a plausable reason for the resource to 
be contacting GA, etc. 

Step 12) Initiate the commline and procede from there, on that 
line. 

Step 13) Have a PT.investigation done on Scott Brown in Phoenix, 
Arizona. Be was running a squirrel group there and may have boom 
sort of group going that could be entered by a public person. This 
needs to be checked out either via LV GO, or simply by sending 
a GLA resource to Phoenix for a day or two. 

Step 14) Conditional: If it looks like an entrance point can be 
arranged through Scott Brown in Phoenix, this will have to 
be separately targetted out and persued. Perhaps we could get 
someone connected up to him in Phoenix who then moves to LA and 
connects up with the Brown family or Gerry here. That might be 
sufficiently subtle; GA might not suspect someone from Phoenix as 
he knows we don't have a GO there. 

Step 15) Persue the potential existing line that might be 
available to us via a trusted GAS who is a writer and who is 
respected by Gerry. This would require some reach from Gerry, 
though, as he might be suspicious if this GAS made a big reach 
for him. 

Step 16) If the product has not been achieved at this point, 
review the steps taken so far and debug or replan as needed. 


End. 


000417 







PAC Mgmt Chief OS 
CC s AG GLA 

_ DAILY REPORT 


ccs PES OSGO 

cc: DG I OS 

ccs Org P&E Info OS 


AG Z GLA 


22 Feb 82 


Dear Roberta, 


RE: GERRY ARMSTRONG 


Today we telexed SU via DG I OS to get Gerry's birthday 
and social security number from his payroll records. That 
will enable us to check other areas in the wog world to see 
if he can be located. 

We also verified that his wife's parents were last known 
to be living in Phoenix. That means that with his parents in 
Vancouver and hers in Phoenix, that will make it harder to 
verify our theory that they would be staying with one of their 
parents' houses. 

Also today, Debbie liased with DG I OS to see how we can 
check with OVG to see if he knows anything about Gerry's 
whereabouts. 

It has become obvious to us that there is a lot of omitted 
data on Gerry - that even though SO and Flag have sent us all 
their files on him, there still seems to be a lot missing. So 
tomorrow we will go through all his files to look for indicators 
as to where more files might be, and also to see who might be 
able to give us any information about him or any misdeeds he 
may have committed while on staff. 

That's all. This is OK. 


ML, 


Brad 
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DECLARATION OF GERALD ARMSTRONG 


<r-7-8 


I, GERALD ARMSTRONG, declare: 

(1) In the case of Julie Christofferson-Titchboume 
v. Church of Scientology of California, et al. , Multnomah 
County, Oregon, Circuit Court No. 7704-05184, currently 
being tried in Portland, Oregon, defendant organization was 
ordered to produce my B-l files. B-l is Bureau One, the 
Intelligence Bureau of the Guardian's Office. 

(2) Although the names B-l and Guardian's Office have 
been changed, the same intelligence functions are still 
performed by Scientology connected organizations. I was 
present in court during the Christofferson trial, when 
Howard Gutfeld, a Scientology representative, testified that 
B-l, intelligence files and private investigator reports are 
now maintained in the Office of Special Affairs, a branch of 
Scientology. 

(3) Defendant organization in Christofferson produced 
approximately five inches of materials from my B-l files. 
Many of the intelligence reports or operations programs 
referenced in the B-l materials produced, have been deleted 
by defendant organization. Nevertheless, the materials 
which were produced are completely relevant in the instant 
case. The materials produced are all internal Scientology 
correspondence or programs, and there is no correspondence 
to or from attorneys. 


EXitihi] h 




(4) There are numerous references to my preclear (pc) 
files in the produced B-l materials, and there are entries 
in the B-l time track, the chronology that forms part of the 
B-l materials, which show unequivocally that Scientology 
intelligence personnel had my pc files after I left the 
organization, and excerpted data for intelligence use. One 
such entry uses the words "in session" as source of an 
account of a sexual encounter I had with a woman. "In 
session" means that the information came from the auditor's 
reports in an "auditing session." 

(5) My pc folders were used as well in the operation 
by Scientology/Hubbard against me which resulted in the 
illegal videotaping of me in a series of conversations with 
individuals who represented to me that they sought to 
reform the organization and correct its abuses. There are 
statements on the videotapes which substantiate the fact 
that my pc folders were used as a lure to entrap me. 

(6) Just after the trial in the defense part of the 
instant case and just prior to my going to London, England 
to testify in a child custody case, I received a call from 
someone whom I later confirmed was "Joey," the intelligence 
operative videotaped along with me in the November 7 and 9, 
1984 meetings. In the telephone call, Joey said that my pc 
folders were being moved and I would be able to get them 

if I wanted. He said that my folders would be in a certain 
place the next night where I would be able to pick them up. 
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I asked him if it could be at all construed that I would be 
accepting stolen property and he said he didn't know. For 
that reason and because I was leaving for Iondon, I declined 
Joey's offer. This phone call is discussed in the 
November 7, 1984 videotape. 

(7) In another November, 1984 meeting with Mike 
Rinder, another Scientology operative, which meeting was 
also surreptitiously videotaped, my pc folders were also 
discussed. Rinder stated that (following the Armstrong 
trial) my folders were moved from Clearwater. This was 
probably a lie, since the whole operation against me was 
based on lies by the organization, but it did show Rinder's 
knowledge of the use of my pc folders in the operation. 

(8) The idea to use my pc folders to entrap me arose 
from a "debrief" by my former wife, Terri Gamboa, of a 
meeting we had in March, 1984 just prior to the Armst rong 
trial. This "debrief," attached hereto as Attachment A, was 
recently produced by Scientology as part of my B—l files and 
was admitted into evidence in the Christofferson trial. The 
"briefing" and all other programs and documentation which 
arose from this "debrief," have not been produced. 

(9) Regarding my pc folders, Mrs. Gamboa states in 
Attachment A, page 4, paragraphs 6 and 7: 

"An important point for him was 
getting his pc folders back as 
he feels that that's the solution 
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to his future sanity- He brought 
this up several times. 

A line has been established with 
him and possibly this can be built 
up from here and used again in the 
future. He is desperate and he 
has no way out at this point." 

Terri Gamboa was then working for Author Services, Inc., yet 
the "debrief" was in Scientology intelligence files. 

(10) There is no doubt that Scientology/Hubbard or 
their connected corporations have used my pc folders, and 
used the information and the folders themselves to entrap, 
intimidate and destroy me. The folders and contents are 
mine and these organizations do not have the remotest right 
to them. 

Sworn under the pains and penalties of perjury this 7th 
day of May, 1985. 



My Commission expires: 5/11/87 
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12 March 1984 


DEBRIEF - GERRY ARMSTRONG MEETING - 8 MARCH 84 


I met with Gerry Armstrong on Thursday, c March 84 to 
sco if I could do any kind of a handling on him to get him to 
knock off the war and back out of the suit or anything In this 
direction. 

. I phoned him on Tuesday*the 6th and.told him that I 
. would like to meet-with him as a friend to see if I could help' 
him in any way." He was agreeable to a meeting, I asked if he 
was going to bring his wife and he said he would see if she 
wanted to come and if she did then 6he would come, otherwise she 
wouldn't. (He was in Apathy/Boredom) 

On Thursday I met with him at 10:00 in the morning up 
at the Griffith Park Observatory. I arrived 20 minutes late. 

They drove up behind me, but I found cut they had waited 20 
• minutes and given up, they left but saw n.e ccm::.•:«?. the hill so 
turned around and came back. So they definitely wanted the 
meeting. His wife did come so I asked if she could wait for 
us as I wanted to speak to him alone. They agreed to this. 

From the point that he had gotten out of the car# he 
looked very hostile with a very stern face. His eyes and faeg* 
looked very insane. 

Be came over to me and we walked away to talk and I 
just opened up with regular small talk but the first thing he 
did was stick his notebook in my face and written on it was 
"You said that you could help me, so how can you help me?* 

Anytime I tried to say something to him, he would just 
put the notebook in front of me without saying a word, in other 
words, he didn't want to give me any information or get into 
anything other than hear what I had to say and how I could help. 

I told him that I just wanted to see him uninvolved 
from all this, I didn't think he needed to keep carrying on 
this war and that he could end it just by getting cut of the 
suit before it got worse for him and befere he ei:ooc up owing 
even more money. 

He started to rant and rave to me about hew Scientology 
"and LRH had lost him 15 years of his life because it had done 
him in and jerked him around and screwed him over and so on and 
so on, ranting and raving insanely. He definitely wanted to get 
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out oC the suit but has a 5100 to $150,000 debt to his attorneys 
which he absolutely must pay as they are his "friends" and he 
•owes then his life for saving him from all this". 

I.pointed out that he stole the documents and started 
this whole thing himself, -all he had to do va6 give back the 
documents and he could end the whole thing. • He disagreed of 
. course that he had stolen the documents and 6aid that those 
documents are vital .to proving-that he's been screwed around 
and jerked around with for years. Be wants his pc folders 
very much so that he can regain his sanity by "sorting out 
what Scientology did to him and unravel it*. He kept hinting 
. at wanting, some sort of an offer from the Church to help him 
pay off the attorneys as he is not willing to step out of this 
and be left economically busted for the rest of his life, as 
he puts it. I pointed out that there is no way that the 
Church is going to pay any of his attorney bills as he stele 
the documents and started the whole thing - the best he can do 
is to get out before it's worse. 

I told him about the recent win in the LA case where the 
judge ruled that Scientology is a religion etc., etc.... He 
mentioned that he didn't know- about this, but so what type of a 
response. 

Be would consistently rant and rave about how 
Scientology Is screwing the world and it's worse than the 
government and this and that. Be would flip into about 100 
different valences all at once. Be said that he still thinks I'm 
over the litigation and who am X going to go back and report to 
and did I get what 1 came for and here I am just jerking him 
around like all the others. He saw Marty already and he got 
jerked around by Marty and now he's getting jerked around by me. 

. * told him he was jerking me around as I came as a 

friend to talk to him and he wasn't even willing to talk he 
just ranted and raved about things that I don't even want to 
hear, and he might think and believe those things on 
Scientology and LRH and that's fine but there'G millions of 
other people who don't and I don't and I didn't come here to 
listen to him carry on about this bullshit. At this point he 
would knock it off as he could see that I was willing to end 
the meeting if he did continue. Then we would start having a 
somewhat sane discussion for a few minutes before the ranting 
and raving started up again. Be compulsively had to rant and 
rave about Scientology and LRH. 

Then he started telling me about his little bird that he 
has at home and how it speaks 100 different words and it's the 
sanest part of his life. And then in the middle of this decent 
conversation, he blurts out "And don't you send one of your 
people around to kill hiral*. 

He is constantly on the alert and look out for snipers 
In the bush that ve have planted to kill him. While we were 



up at Griffith Park he would constantly look around, in the 
bushes and check everywhere in case I had sot him up. 

Somebody burst a balloon up there and ho almost had a heart 
attack thinking someone had fired a shot at him. 

Be said that Scientology has operations out on him 
trying to kill him and someone (one of us) tried to run him 
off the freeway and so on. Then he said that he would rather 
be dead than fighting this way and maybe we would do him the 
favor of killing him because then it would bo all over and he 
wouldn't have to worry about it anymore and he'd be dead. He 
6aid how he can't have any friends because hc'u afraid of 
getting close to anybody in case they're a spy for Scientology 

or whatever. He brought up the SP declare and all the things 

that are stated in it and how they were not true and they're * 
very out of hand. He again mentioned his pc folders and asked 
me if I could pass on a message that he wanted his pc folders 
back. He then asked roe to take a message back - "Here I'll 
give you something to take back to them...If I delivered all 
the documents to the Church, would they agree they could never 

be made public under any circumstances, or barring that, under 

what circumstances would.they be made public?" He said "Ask 
them that, I'd like to know that." 

I then asked, him why he wanted to know the above as the 
way he said it was very different from the way he had just been 
carrying on - it was like a change in his insane ravings and it 
didn't fit in with his other statements, so I asked him why did 
he-want to know this. 

Be didn't answer me for awhile (he was sort of 
daydreaming) and then finally said he didn't know and didn't 
care and he didn't really want the answer to the question 
anyway, he just threw^it out there and it wasn't really him 
- asking the question anyway. Be didn't ask the question, he 
didn't want to know, it was just during one of his moments of 
insanity. He 6ald that this whole case and procedure is 
driving him insane. 

I told him I was 6orry I couldn't be of more help, but 
if in the future there was some way I could help him, he could 
give me a call, he had my phone number already, so I left the 
line open for the future. I recommended to him that he take a 
vacation to get away from it all and just let himself 
destimulate. He said he can't because he's got a trial coming 
up on the 22nd of March. We started walking back towards the 
cars and as I walked towards my car, he said "where are you 
going?", I said "I'm going" to my car", he said "Well, uh..." 
(obviously stalling and wanting to still continue the 
conversation but not really knowing what to say), he then said 
"Well don't you want to talk to Jocelyn?" (his wife). I said 
if you want me to I will. He said "Well I think she might want 
to talk to you or I think.it would be good if you talk to 
her." We vent over to where his wife was standing. 




As soorT as wc got therehe switched again to a totally 
different valence and in a very 1.1 type comment he said "So 
did you get what you came here for? Are you satisfied? Did 
you get the data you wanted?" She caught on that something was 
strange and said "Are you finished talking or do you want me 
to leave while you continue your discussions?" He said "No, 
that's fine, we're done." Then he said to me again, "Well did 
you feel you accomplished much?" And I 6aid, "Well, I'd have 
to ask you, because I came here to help you, so if you don't 
Teel I was any help, then obviously not." That shut him up and 
he stopped attacking me. He asked his wife if she wanted to 
speak to me and she said "I have nothing to say", so I didn't 
speak with her. I just gave her a friendly smile and 
indicated we could talk if she wanted to. * She didn't. We 
walked towards the cars and he asked me if my last name was 
still Gamboa and I said it was. And then we bid each other 
good-bye and drove away. 


SUMMARY 


To sum it up, he was pretty nutso and very hard to 
communicate with as he would be in the middle of a ranting and 
raving Insanity and I'd find that I would have to constantly try 
and communicate through this. I'd get him to knock it off for a 

• second so that I could actually communicate to him and this 
would actually work, but then within the next couple of minutes 
he'd be back into it again so it wouldn't last long. 

I did at least establish a comm line with him and I 
think it is something that I can build on in the future if we 
. want to. He is willing to meet with me and talk with me, 
however, he trusts no one. He lives in a world of total fear 
and paranoia of everything and everybody. 

It is obvious to me and clear by his statements and 
actions that he definitely wants out of this suit and he 
definitely wants help. But he needs the money to pay off his 

• attorneys and that's what he*6 after - he's hoping that the 
Church will give him an offer. He has no other way out in his 
eyes and no way docs he want to drop out of this with a debt 
that will last him for the rest of his life. 

He is very desperate for a way out and I feel he would 
.be willing to talk to anybody who might have anything to 
suggest, only because he'd be hoping that they're going to offer 
him something that will actually help. 

An Important point for him was getting his pc folders 
back as he feels that that's the solution to his future canity. 
He brought this up several tiroes. 

A line has been established with him and possibly this 
. ca n be built up from here and used again in the future. Be is 





desperate and he has no way out at this point. 


Terri Caraboa 
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HUBBARD COMMUNICATIONS OFFICE 
Saint Hill Manor, East Grinstead, Sussex 

HCO BULLETIN OF 24 AUGUST 1964 

Rcraunco 
ScKU Student* 

Franchise_____—- 

SCIENTOLOGY I TO VI 


SESSION MUST-NOTS 



Not that you would do such a thing—you undoubtedly already know better. But 
just as a matter of record, the following session must-nots should be taught in letters of 
fire to any new auditor. 


I 

NEVER tell a pc what his present time problem is. 

The pc's FTP is exactly and only what the pc thinks or says it Is. 

To tell a pc what his PTP is and then audit what the auditor said it was will 
inevitably ARC Break the pc. 

This of course is under the heading of Evaluation in the Auditor’s Code and is one 
way of evaluating, a very serious way too. 


II 

NEVER set a goal for a pc 

Don’t set a session goal, a life or livingness goal or any other kind of a goal. 

Auditors get tangled up on this because everybody has the same R6 goals and 
when you call out the next goal from the list it appears you are giving the pc a goal. 
But an R6 educated pc knows that and it isn’t evaluation. 

Other goals are highly variable The pc’s life and livingness goals and session goals 
are especially variable pc to pc and even within one session on the same pc. 

To tell a pc what goals to aet for a session or for life is to upset the pc. 

If you don't believe it, trace some pc’s upsets with their parents and you will find 
these usually trace back to the parents’ setting life and livingness goals for the child or 
youth. 

The pc’s session and life and livingness goals are the pc’s and for an auditor to 
deny, refute, critidae or try to change them gives ARC Breaks; and for an auditor to 
dream up a brand new one for the pc is especially evaluative 

m 

NEVER tell a pc what’s wrong with him physically or assume that you know. 

What's wrong with the pc is whatever the pc says or thinks is wrong physically. 

This applies of course only to processing, for if you weren’t auditing the person, 
and if the person had a sore foot and you found a splinter in it and told him so, it 
would be all right But even in this case the person would have had to tell you he had a 
sore foot. 

The main reason soaety has such a distaste for medical doctors is the MDs’ 
continuous “diagnosis’* of things the person has not complained of. The violence of 
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surgery, the destruction of lives by medical treatment rather educates people not to 
mention certain things. Instinctively the patient knows that the treatment may leave 
him or her in much worse condition and so sometimes hides things. For the medical 
doctor to cry‘ 4 Aha"and tell The person he .or she has some ui ndefina ble ill is to drive 
many into deep apathy and accounts for the high frequency of operational shock 
wherein the person just doesn’t recover. 

So NEVER tell a pc what is physically wrong with him. If you suspect something 
is physically wrong that some known physical treatment might cure send the pc for a 
physical check-up just to be safe. 

In the field of healing by mental or spiritual means, the pc is sick because he or 
she has had a series of considerations about being sick. Deformity or illness, according 
to the tenets of mental healing, traces back to mentally created or re-created masses, 
engrams or ideas which can be either de-stimulated or erased completely. De¬ 
stimulation results in a temporary recovery for an indefinite period (which is 
nonetheless a recovery). Erasure results in permanent recovery. (De-stimulation is the 
most certain, feasible and most rewarding action below Level VI; erasure below Level 
VI is too prone to error in unskilled hands as experience has taught us.) 

The reality of the auditor is often violated by a pc’s statement of what ails him. 
The pc is stone Wind-but the pc says he has “foot trouble". Obviously, from the 
auditor’s viewpoint, it is blindness that troubles this pc. BUT IF THE AUDITOR 
TRIED TO AUDIT THE AILMENT THE PC HAS NOT OFFERED, AN ARC BREAK 
WILL OCCUR. 

The pc is ailing from what the pc is ailing from, not from what the auditor selects. 

For it is the statement of the pc that is the first available lock on a chain of 
incidents and to refuse it is to cut the pc’s communication and to refuse the lock. After 
that you won’t be able to help this pc and that’s that. 


PERMITTED AUDITOR STATEMENTS 

There are, however, two areas where the auditor must make a statement to the pc 
and assume the initiative. 

These are in the OVERT-MOTIVATOR SEQUENCE and in the ARC BREAK. 


A 

When the pc is critical of the auditor, the organization or any of many things in 
life, this is always a symptom of averts priorly committed by the pc. 

The pc is looking for motivators. These criticisms are simply justifications and 
nothing more 

This is a sweeping fully embracive statement-and a true one. There are no 
criticisms in the absence of overts committed earlier by the pc 

It is quite permissible for the auditor to start looking for the overt, providing the 
auditor finds it and gets it stated by the pc and therefore relieved. 

But even here the auditor only states there is an overt. The auditor NEVER says 
what the overt is for that's evaluation. 

You will be amazed at what the pc considered was the overt. It is almost never 
what we would think it should be. 


But also, an auditor whose pc is critical of him or her in session who does not say. 
“It sounds like you have an overt there. Let’s find it," is being neglectful of his job. 


The real test of a professional auditor, the test that separates the unskilled 
the skilled is: CAN YOU GET AN OVERT OFF THE PCS CASE WITHOUT 
BREAKING THE PC AND YET GET IT OFF. 


from 

ARC 
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pc ~ ** * cnt,cism » deserved-all sorts of ways. And the amateur lowers’(to 

If, r nn "'f '? iuH n,nnin ‘ O/W °f proc« t 

doesn't tav, to ^ “ " ha! '° ** UKd ' And n °' o'" 1 wh '" " 

this MSS*. mU! ' h * ,e UndCr,,00d ,h ' * h01 ' “ flh ‘ overt^otivstor theory to use 

B 

seem wal?ativc. by ' PaSSed **** U * neccssar y * uditor *ction which at first glance may 

ARC Broken*’ by ' paSScd chargc is ntfver what thc Pc it was if the pc is still 

By-Passed Charge is, however, found by the meter and the pc has actually eot it or 

acting 1 like he^or^he ?* P ° voluntcercd il *" * rou^d-about way-first by 

acting like he or she has by-passed charge and then by bank reaction on the meter. 

Always indicate to thc pc the by-passed charge you find on the meter. 

Never tell a pc what the by-passed charge is if you don't know. 

tells al '.. 80alS bUt lhC E03lS wron * and of,cn Soppily just 

itry ri^y ° m thcy have a wr ° n * * oaI know ing this to be probable. But it’s 

if you find it on the meter, telling the pc what the by-passed charge is is not 
worn »i£ 7 ^ tHC PC ' What '* WUhOUt h8Ving fOUnd il “ cv^luafion of the 
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CRITICISM 


CREATE, make, manufacture, construct, postulate, bring into 
beingness. (FOT, p. 20) 

CREATE-COUNTER-CREATE, to create something against a 
'creation, to create one thing and then create something else 
against it. (FOT, pp. 20-21) 

CREATE-CREATE-CREATE, create again continuously one 
moment after the next=SURVIVAL. {FOT, p. 20) 

CREATIVE IMAGINATION* hnagination, whereby in the field of 
aesthetics the urges and impulses of the various dynamics are 
interwoven into new scenes and Ideas. ( SOS, Bk. 2, p. 101) 

CREATIVE PROCESSING, 1. the exercise by which the pc is 
actually putting up the physical universe. (SH Spec 62, 6602C23) 

2. creative processing consists of having the predear make, with 
his own creative energies, a mock-up. (COHA Gloss) 

CRIMINAL, 1. one who is unable to think of the other fellow, 
unable to determine his own actions, unable to follow orders, 
unable to make things grow, unable to determine the difference 
between good and evil, unable to think at all on the future. 
Anybody has some of these; the criminal has ALL of them. 
{NSOL, p.78) 2. one who thinks help cannot be on any dynamic 
or uses help on anyone to injure and destroy. (HCOB 28 May 60) 

3. criminals are people who are frantically attempting to create 
an effect long after they know they cannot. They cannot then 
create decent effects, only violent effects. Neither can they 
work. [FOT, pp. 81-32) 

CRISS-CROSS, see 3DXX. 

CRITICAL THOUGHT, l. a symptom of an overt act having been 
committed. (SH Spec 37. 6409C01) 2. a critical pc=a withhold 
from the auditor. (HCOB 23 Aug 71) 

CRITICISM, 1. most crftkism is justification of having done an 
overt. There are rightnesses and wrongnesses in conduct and 
sodety and life at large, but random, carping 1.1 crftldsm when 
not borne out in fad is only an effort to reduce the size of the 
target of the overt. (HCOB 21 Jan 60, Justification) 2. a 
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JUSTIFICATION 


When a person has committed an overt act and then withholds it, he or she 
usually employs the social mechanism of justification. 

We have all heard people attempt to justify their actions and all of us have known 
instinctively that justification was tantamount to a confession of guilt. But not until 
now have we understood the exact mechanism behind justification. 

Short of Scientology Auditing there was no means by which a person could 
relieve himself of consciousness of having done an overt act except to try to lessen the 
overt. 

Some churches used a mechanism of confession. This was a limited effort to 
relieve a person of the pressure of his overt acts. Later the mechanism of confession 
was employed as a kind of blackmail by which increased contribution could be 
obtained from the person confessing. Factually this is a limited mechanism to such an 
extent that it can be extremely dangerous. Religious confession does not carry with it 
any real stress of responsibility for the individual but on the contrary seeks to lay 
responsibility at the door of the Divinity-a sort of blasphemy in itself. I have no axe 
to grind here with religion. Religion as religion is fairly natural. But psychotherapy 
must be in itself a completed fact or, as we all know, it can become a dangerous fact. 
That’s why we flatten engrams and processes. Confession to be non-dangerous and 
effective must be accompanied by a full acceptance of responsibility. All overt acts are 
the product of irresponsibility on one or more of the dynamics. 

Withholds are a sort of overt act in themselves but have a different source. Oddly 
enough we have just proven conclusively that man is basically good-a fact which flies 
in the teeth of old religious beliefs that man is basically evil. Man is good to such an 
extent that when he realizes he is being very dangerous and in error he seeks to 
minimize his power and if that doesn’t work and he still finds himself committing overt 
acts he then seeks to dispose of himself either by leaving or by getting caught and 
executed. Without this computation Police would be powerless to detect crime-the 
criminal always assists himself to be caught Why Police punish the caught criminal is 
the mystery. The caught criminal wants to be rendered less harmful to the society and 
wants rehabilitation. Weil, if this is true then why does he not unburden himself? The 
fact is this: unburdening is considered by him to be an overt act People withhold overt 
acts because they conceive that telling them would be another overt act It is as though 
Thetans are trying to absorb and hold out of sight all the evil of the world. This is 
wrong-headed, by withholding overt acts these are kept afloat in the universe and are 
themselves as withholds entirely the cause of continued evil. Man is basically good but 
he could not attain expression of this until now. Nobody but the individual could die 
for his own sins—to arrange things otherwise was to keep man in chains. 

In view of these mechanisms, when the burden became too great man was driven 
to another mechanism-the effort to lessen the size and pressure of the overt. He 
or she could only do this by attempting to reduce the size and repute of the terminal. 
Hence, not-isness. Hence when a man or a woman has done an overt act there usually 
follows an effort to reduce the goodness or importance of the target of the overt. 
Hence the husband who betrays his wife must then state that the wife was no good in 
some way. Thus the wife who betrayed her husband had to reduce the husband to 
reduce the overt. This works on all dynamics. In this light most criticism is justification 
of having done an overt. ^ 

EAlriUJif K. 




^ ‘ ^ 1,181 1,1 things arc ri ^ ht * nd that no criticism anywhere is ever 

mented. Man is not happy. He is faced with total destruction unless we toughen up our 
postulates. And the overt act mechanism is simply a sordid game condition man has 
slipped into without knowing where he was going. So there are rightnesses and 
wrongnesses in conduct and society and life at large, but random, carping 1.1 criticism 
when not borne out in fact is only an effort to reduce the size of the target of the overt 
so that one can live (he hopes) with the overt. Of course to criticise unjustly and lower 
repute is itself an overt act and so this mechanism is not in fact workable. 


Here we have the source of the dwindling spiral. One commits overt acts 
unwittingly. He seeks to justify them by finding fault or displacing blame. This leads 
him into further overts against the same terminals which leads to a degradation of 
himself and sometimes those terminals. 


Scientologists have been completely right in objecting to the idea of punishment. 
Punishment is just another worsening of the overt sequence and degrades the punisher. 
But people who are guilty of overts demand punishment. They use it to help restrain 
themselves from (they hope) further violation of the dynamics. It is the victim who 
demands punishment and it is a wrong-headed society that awards it. People get right 
down and beg to be executed. And when you don’t oblige, the woman scorned is 
sweet-tempered by comparison. I ought to know-I have more people try to elect me 
an executioner than you would care to imagine. And many a preclear who sits down in 
your pc chair for a session is there just to be executed and when you insist on making 
such a pc better, why you ve had it, for they start on this desire for execution as a new 
overt chain and seek to justify it by telling people you’re a bad auditor. 

When you hear scathing and brutal criticism of someone which sounds just a bit 
strained, know that you have your eye on overts against that criticised person and next 
chance you get pull the overts and remove just that much evil from the world. 

And remember, by and by, that if you make your pc write these overts and 
withholds down and sign them and send them off to me he’ll be less reluctant to hold 
on to the shreds of them-it makes for a further blow of overts and less blow of pc. 
And always run responsibility on a pc when he unloads a lot of overts or just one. 

We have our hands here on the mechanism that makes this a crazy universe so let’s 
go for broke on it and play it all the way out. 
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ATTACKS ON SCIENTOLOGY 

(AdiitWI Pol LifJ - 


Anyone proposing an Invsstigadon of or an "Enquiry” into Scicutolv 
must receive thia reply and no other proposal: 

"Wo welcome an investigation into (Mental Itca'hj or wh.eve.- I* 
attacking us) as wo have begun one ourselves and End shoeWtvi;.-:* ...” 

You can elaborate on the evidence we have found and lay it on i.u«.v 
attacking the attackors only* 

• 

NEVER agree to an Instigation of Scientology. ONLY agree to a., 
lave* ligation o£ the attackers. 


This was the DIG error made in Victoria. I okayed an Enquiry ;ni*» 
all_ menta. healing* X ordered evidence on psychiatric murders to be colic ::«• 
Kor.-Compliance with thqse ordere brought on the lots ol Melbourne a re 4 , the 
law in Victoria against Scientology. This was the non-con nc? that begin 
it. The original order I gave was relayed as "wi we lcon.v an Enquiry ii to 
Scientology.,..” or it was changed to that in Melbourne. 


This is correct procedure: 

(1) Spot who !e attacking us. 

(2) Start Investigating them promptly for FELONIES or worse using 

4 own professionals, not outside agencies. 

(3) Double curve our reply by saying ws welcome an invest!sad ->n 
of them. 

(4) Start feeding lurid, blood ,sex«crime actual evidence on the attache. 

to the prees. 

Don't ever tamely submit to an investigation of us. Make it roc •!.. 
rough on attackers all the way. 


You can get “reasonable about It” and lose. Sure we break no la j. 
Sure we hare nothing to hide. BUT attackers are simply an anti-Sc.c u ,1.. • 
P r SB»S an d». agency so far as we are concerned. They have proveniL«v 
no facte and wiU only lio no matter what they discover. So BANIoH ail Ld-:±* 
that any fair hearing it intonded and etart our attack wi*Vth. r fl-^* : .. 

Never wait. Never talk about ue • only them. Uee their blood, ecx, crime 
to get headlinee. Don't nse ue. - 


speak from 15 years of expsrlence in this. There has never yet 
been an attacker who was not reeking with crime. Al! we had to dc was lc.„k 
for it and murder wn^ld fAn^ocj, 


They fear our Meter, 
are growing. Why? 


They feer freedom. They fesr the way we 


Because they have too much to hide. 

, When you uee Jhet rationale you win. Whqn ycu go dishwater and *a% 
*We honest chickens just plain love to have you in the coop. Brer Fcx,” we 
clobocrcd. The .right response Is ”We miliUnt public defenders of tne fre. 
of the people w_... * uVre Fox lavestigated for eating living chickcrv” Si. hr 

spotlight to them. No matter hap* Do it I 




-*’• welcome • public enquiry Into (if *» branch activity) as wc 

• ...... •. W»* to Investigate their (-)." a win . 

• wtuU have worked on the U.5. F,D, A. when the*/ fir«i ... #* 

. ..." “ir «ld o.n D.C. They ru.l And oif. »Uw.w" . y ' ; ' r, 

HQy TO STOP ATTACK* 

The way we wll! eventually stop all attacks fro n „ 

processing H-# sacie*y as follow*: 1 * °’ n * r<e 0,1 ° ut >' by 

(11 Locate a source of attack co us. 

(2) Investigate it. 

(3) Expose it with wide lurid publicity. 

bcH.vicur. He attacks*!)!* mcaSontr^Th *' H * eh V * rotten in hi » 

It “lev's and the preclcar relaxes. * The-spot is located on a meter. 

«• *. «» «««d«y. W, . ; , r . t; • 

investigate andovpo,* . the atuck ces.i.J u ” ln 4U * cUs c ‘ ’** 

* 1Udlt0r ; 
..t«h.d. S ° l0n41 * ™ — "«• *• dwdlior.to-the-.oci.ty •« will b. 

"• sus J&* *r *>«« -u ^. ; c( et w;r ,. 

P »auiat work aa a group or we»U be knocked abo.t. 


t Remember. 
Therefore u 


■. CHURCHES ARE LOOKED UPON AS RZt ORM C.HOU1-J. 
W. mw.t let Bk. I reform ,rou ? . 


[nveeu.a^^," itour own prafciooal. to 

locker Ml. 8 . .’ore JU, fee £ JE’&X”! ^." P Ve..?‘ *" 

£sr. ,o 

*w±tV/“ P * ”'«•» *« 

or °w« line. We should loir"!? W DOt hmil 0ur ** lv « to me;.:: ; 
thc hd »nd become known is a^mUh^ r/f *° n ** to blow 

^rc^cr, torture. murdVr! Vc'vTr/A? ? f f rm « roup - w « object to ,J.- - c , 
that makes Man unfree. P r *.an* crime, political si- an^ry : 

pr.UmltJr^ 1^ T.Ue «‘i u/ir'^T lnV V lion - do » 

the cold facts and then BANG. Are the salve* * lnvc * tx * Atc 4t untiI wo ha*/* 

coiT 8 t th ‘I,, U v ri *t d ® i^tuiVs^the^v^woJdd^* rctt . ennei -• The last 

ft. which. they are terrified of our doinj^ ** * Ch4 " C * t0 prove It in 

governments ls*chlt wear^t* V,',?k *** ** tro ' lbU with the press or 
the society. We mc^t practice on th?tJlfo? Ut ^ • Xpo ‘ ln I rotten , ? i t- i n 
Jo not it will a*tacx”uf jert M a ori^l^ ilif-“ P f aU °' ! ,oci< ~'. l> we 
-•on't audit him. J * pr#cI ** r wiU » Scienicl.gist that 

t 

«*PO„ b^r t th*y 0 “«utk".‘ 0 C4U “ ** m “** " ,,Ct U M«<«. tnv«.B C »tr «„ d 

' . • * 

We have at this writing a Un C w . v . 

* 1 ** *°* fiot we might as well 



( nr: *;>»»•*her#• 


‘Ktr*. EA*U^lnv««U3*ang jcr.y •tWcU.nsjrum, tt . 
th«idead bn-iioy rprj^ un Co ovr loctT?^ ?ho 


wij 


indlo it all* 


• . L. RON HOf l’A 
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\ _EXH. NO. 71 


TED IN EVIDE 

LT 30-M 

5unty .Clef 


NCE 


COaCOR 


DEPUTY 


nondisclosure and release 
BOND 






water, Florida, in the sum of Ten Thousand Dollars ($10,000.00) 


to be paid to the said Church, its executors, administrators, 
or assigns, as liquidated damages and not as a penalty, for 
the payment of which sum, well and truly to be made, the 
Obligor hereby binds himself, his heirs, executors, adminie- 
trators and assigns fir.nly by these presents. 


WHEREAS the Church has hired or otherwise employed said 
Obligor;' ~ 


AND WHEREAS, Obligor is employed by tha Church and is 
receiving the services and ministrations of the Church; 


AND WHEREAS, Obligor wishes to remain in the services 
of the Church and wishes to continue receiving compensation 
for work rendered by him/her in service of the Church; 

NOW THEREFORE the above written obligation is con- 

case the Obligor shall hereafter 


ditioned to be void in 



well and truly agraa that he/she will never disclose any 

information, data, or knowledge he/she has or will learn 

about the organization of the Church, or any of the Church's 

/ 

affiliated Churches, Mission, or Organizations, including 

i 

but not limited to their internal structures, functions or 
activities, and certain information which may be orally 
imparted to the Obligor in ‘the course of his/her having been 
or being a staff member of the Church. The Obligor recog¬ 
nizes that any information or knowledge gathered is done so 
in a relationship of trust and confidence. The Obligor 
recognizes that he/she will have a fiduciary duty to tha 
Church not to reveal any information of any nature which 
might tend to harm, malign, damage, or injure or adversely 
affect the Church in any of its activities or conduct. 

Inasmuch as the actual damages, which would result from 
a breach of the Obligor of his/her duties under this agree¬ 
ment, are uncertain and would be impractical or extremely 
difficult to fix, the Obligor promises to pay to the Church 
tha above mentioned sum of $10,000.00, for each such breach. 

In the event any provision hereof, shall be illegal or 
unenforcible, then, and in any such event, the same shall 
not affect the validity of the remaining portion and pro¬ 
visions hereof. 
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Signed -and sealed this /y Zil day of /?;c // 


JZL 


Duly authorized a^er.t for the Church 



Notary Public 


tipUx, of fW« *t b-ge 

Ce«wnluio« J u! f Ib * 1980 
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q How, 1st m show you toe*thing. Appears to boar 

the date of March 18, 1977. 

MR. UTT: Can we see the document? 

MR. FLYNN: Here is a copy for you. 

May this be Marked exhibit next in order, Your 
Honor? I believe it is W. 

THE COURT: U. 

Q BY MR. FLYNN: Do you recall that document, 

Mr. Armstrong? 

A Yes. 

Q And do you recall signing it? 

A I am not totally positive signing it. I signed 

during that period a number of documents, and I know that 
fr-horp was either one or two or three documents like this, 
all of which I signed, so I don’t recall exactly when I did 
sign it. I know that I never signed — I know that I did 
not sign in front of a notary public, but I did sign a 
number of such documents. 

q And what were the circumstances under which- 

you signed documents? 

MR. LITT: All documents? This document? 
q BY MR. FLYNN: These series of documents that 

you just testified about. 

A They were given to us to sign. We were 

ordered to sign. Everyone in the RPF signed them. 
q And did you read them? 

A I don't believe so. I never understood them. 

It wouldn't have mattered anyway. 
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SUPPRESSION OF SCIENTOLOGY AND SCIENTOLOGISTS 
THE FAIR GAME LAW 


I March 1965) 
(HCO Division I) 
ETHICS 

SUPPRESSIVE ACTS 


Due to the extreme urgency of our mission I have worked to remove some of the 
fundamental barriers from our progress. 

The chief stumbling block, huge above at! others, is the upset we have with 
POTENTIAL TROUBLE SOURCES and their relationship to Suppressive Persons or 
Groups. 

A POTENTIAL TROUBLE SOURCE is defined as a person who while active in 
Scientology or a pc yet remains connected to a person or group that is a Suppressive 
Person or Group. 

A SUPPRESSIVE PERSON or GROUP is one that actively seeks to suppress or 
damage Scientology or a Scientologist by Suppressive Acts. 

SUPPRESSIVE ACTS are acts calculated to impede or destroy Scientology or a 
Scientologist and which are listed at length in this policy letter. 

A Scientologist caught in the situation of being in Scientology while still 
connected with a Suppressive Person or Group is given a Present Time Problem of 
sufficient magnitude to prevent case gain, as only a PTP can halt progress of a case. 
Only ARC Breaks worsen it. To the PTP is added ARC Breaks with the Suppressive 
Person or Group. The result is no-gain or deterioration of a case by reason of the 
suppressive connection in the environment. Any Scientologist, in his own experience, 
can probably recall some such cases and their subsequent upset. 

Until the environment b handled, nothing beneficial can happen. Quite the 
contrary. In the most flagrant of such cases the Scientologist’s case worsened and the 
Suppressive Person or Group sent endless reports to press, police, authorities and the 
public in general. 

Unless the Potential Trouble Source, the preclear caught up in this, can be made 
to take action of an environmental nature to end the situation one has a pc or 
Scientologist who may cave in or squirrel because of no case gain and also a hostile 
environment for Scientology. 

This policy letter gives the means and provides the policy for getting the above 
situation handled. 

A Potential Trouble Source may receive no processing until the situation b 
handled. 

* A Suppressive Person or Group becomes “fair game". 

By FAIR GAME b meant, may not be further protected by the codes and 
disciplines of Scientology or the rights of a Scientologist. 

The families and adherents of Suppressive Persons or Groups may not receive 
processing. It does not matter whether they are or are not Scientologists. If the families 
or adherents of Suppressive Persons or Groups are processed, any auditor doing so b 
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guilty of a misdemeanor. (See HCO Policy Utter of ? Kerch 1965, Issue II.) 

A Potential Trouble Source knowingly permitting himself or henelf or the 
Suppressive Person to be processed without advising the auditor or Scientology 
authorities is guilty of a crime. (See HCO Policy Utter of 7 March 1965. Issue IL) 

SUPPRESSIVE ACTS 

Suppressive Acts are defined as actions or omissions undertaken to knowingly 
suppress, reduce or Impede Scientology or Scientologists. 

Such Suppressive Acts include public disavowal of Scientology or Scientologists in 
good standing with Scientology Organizations; public statements against Scientology or 
Scientologists but not to Committees of Evidence duly convened; proposing, advising 
or voting for legislation or ordinances, rules or laws directed toward the Suppression of 
Scientology; pronouncing Scientologists guilty of the practice of standard Scientology; 
testifying hostilcly before state or public inquiries into Scientology to '*■ 

~ .L.. *-• --- —-- : to civil aut 


oaentology; bringing civil suit against y ____ 

Jhcluding the non-payment ofbilTs or Failure to refund without first calling the matter 
to the attention of the Chairman at Saint Hill and receiving a reply; demanding the 
return of any or all fees paid for standard training or processing actually received or 
received in part and still available but undelivered only because of departure of the 
person demanding (the fees must be refunded but this Policy Letter applies); writing 
anti-Scientology letters to the press or giving anti-Scientology or anti-Scientologist 
evidence to the press; testifyin g as-i,hostile witness ininst Scientology in public: 
continued membership in a divergent group; continued adherence to a person or group 
pronounced a Suppressive Person or Group by HCO; failure to handle or disavow and 
disconnect from a person demonstrably guilty of Suppressive Acts; being at the hire of 
anti-Scientology groups or persons; organizing a splinter group to use Scientology data 
or any part of it to distract people from standard Scientology; organizing splinter 
groups to diverge from Scientology practices, still calling it Scientology or calling it 
something else; calling meetings of staffs or field auditors or the public to deliver 
Scientology into the hands of unauthorized persons or [persons] who will suppress it 
or alter it or who have no reputation for following standard lines and procedures; 
infiltrating a Scientology group or organization or staff to stir up discontent or protest 
at the instigation of hostile forces; 1st degree murder, arson, disintegration of persons 
or belongings; mutiny; seeking to splinter off an area of Scientology and deny it 
properly constituted authority for personal profit, personal power or “to save the 
organization from the higher officers of Scientology"; engaging in malicious rumour¬ 
mongering to destroy the authority or repute of higher officers or the leading names of 
Scientology or to “safeguard" a position; delivering up the person of a Scientologist 
without defense or protest to the demands of civil or criminal law; falsifying records 
that then imperil the liberty or safety of a Scientologist; knowingly giving false 
testimony to imperil a Scientologist; receiving money, favours or encouragement to 
suppress Scientology or Scientologists; sexual or sexually perverted conduct contrary 
to the well being or good state of mind of a Scientologist in good standing or under the 
charge of Scientology such as a student, a preclear, a ward or a patient; blackmail of 
Scientologists or Scientology organizations threatened or accomplished-in which case 
the crime being used for blackmail purposes becomes fully outside the reach of Ethics 
and is absolved by the fact of blackmail unless repeated. 

Suppressive Acts are clearly those covert or overt acts knowingly calculated to 
reduce or destroy the influence or activities of Scientology or prevent case gains or 
continued Scientology success and activity on the part of a Scientologist. As persons or 
groups that would do such a thing act out of self interest only to the detriment of all 
others, they cannot be granted the rights and beingness ordinarily accorded rational 
beings and so place themselves beyond any consideration for their feelings or well 
being. 

If a person or a group that has committed a Suppressive Act comes to his, her or 
their senses and recants, the HCO Secretary: 

A. Tells the person or group to stop committing present time overts and to cease ail 

attacks and suppressions so he, she or they can get a case gain; 
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B. Requ ires a public announcement to the effect that they realize their actions were 

ignorant and unfounded and stating where possible the influences or motivations 
which caused them to attempt to suppress or attack Scientology: gets it signed 
before witnesses and published broadly, particularly to persons directly influ¬ 
enced or formerly associated with the former offender or offenders. The letter 
should be calculated to expose any conspiracy to suppress Scientology or the 
predear or Scientologist if such existed; 

B(I). Requires that alt debts owed to Scientology organizations are paid off; 

C Requires training beginning at HAS at their expense if Division 4 (Training and 
Processing) will have the person or the group members; 

D. Makes a note of the matter with copies of the statement and files in the Ethics 
files; 

E Informs the Chairman at Saint Hill and forwards a duplicate of the original copy 
which shows signatures. 

Any Potential Trouble Source owing money to any Scientology organization is 
handled the same as any other Scientologist. Failure to discharge a financial obligation 
becomes a civil Ethics matter after normal, within-org avenues of collection have been 
exhausted. 

Any PTS who fails to either handle or disconnect from the SP who is making him 
or her a PTS is, by failing to do so, guilty of a Suppressive Act. 

Civil Court action against SPs to effect collection of monies owed may be resorted 
to, as they are Fair Game 


Until a Suppressive Person or Group is absolved, but not during the period when 
the person requests and has a Committee of Evidence, or an amnesty occurs, no 
Scientology Ethics other than this HCO Policy Letter applies to such persons, no 
Committee of Evidence may be called to punish any Scientologist or person for any 
offenses of any kind against the Suppressive Person except to establish in cases of real 
dispute whether or not the person was suppressing either Scientologv or the 
Scientologist 

The homes, property, places and abodes of persons who have been active in 
attempting to suppress Scientology or Scientologists are all beyond any protection of 
Scientology Ethics, unless absolved by later Ethics or an amnesty. 

Such persons are in the same category as those whose certificates have been 
cancelled, and persons whose certificates, classifications and awards have been 
cancelled are also in this category. 

The imagination must not be stretched to place this label on a person. Errors, 
misdemeanors and crimes do not label a person as a Suppressive Person or Group. Only 
High Crimes do so. 

A Committee of Evidence may be called by any Convening Authority wIk> wishes 
more concrete evidence of efforts to suppress Scientology or Scientologists but if such 
a Committee*! findings, passed on, establish beyond reasonable doubt Suppressive 
Arts, this Policy Letter applies and the person is fair game. 

Outright or covert acts knowingly designed to impede or destroy Scientology or 
Scientologists is what is meant by Arts Suppressive of Scientology or Scientologists. 

The greatest good for the greatest number of dynamics requires that actions 
destructive of the advance of the many, by Scientology means, overtly or covertly 
undertaken with the direct target of destroying Scientology as a whole, or a Scien¬ 
tologist in particular, be summarily handled due to the character of the reactive mind 
and the consequent impulses of the insane or near insane to ruin every' chance of 
Mankind via Scientology. 
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POTENTIAL TROUBLE SOURCE 

A Sc ientologist connected by familial or other ties to a person who b guOty of 
Suppressive Acts is known as a Potential Trouble Source or Trouble Source The 
history of Dianetics and Scientolofy is strewn with these. Confused by emotional ties, 
dofjed in refusing to give up Scientology, yet invalidated by a Suppreaive Person at 
every turn they cannot, having a FTP, make case pins. If they would act with 
determination one way or the other-reform the Suppressive Person or disconnect 
they could then make pins and recover their potential If they make no determined 
move, they eventually succumb. 

. 'T^efore this Policy Letter extends to suppressive non-Scientology wives and 

husbands and parents, or other family members or hostile groups or even dose friends. 
So long as a wife or husband, father or mother or other family connection, who b 
ESSX t0 *5* Scientology spouse or child, or hostile group remains 

l f d * e ? or t ,n communication with the Scientology spouse or child 
or member, then that Scientologist or preclear comes under the family or adherent 
clause and may not be processed or further trained until he or she his taken 
appropriate action to cease to be a Potential Trouble Source. 

lnrf v *i di, y of thU « borne out by the fact that the US government raids 

and other troubles were instigated by wives, husbands or parents who were actively 
suppressing a Scientologist, or Scientology. The suppressed Scientologist did not act in 

t0 avert *»?e trouble by handling the antagonistic famdy member as a 
suppressive source or disconnect fully. 1 

P«-«? l t C0 ^ nCCti0 - n l" 3 ™ f f, "* i| y mcmbcr or cessation of adherence to a Suppressive 
ti, P ro . up “tone by the Potentia! Trouble Source publicly publishing the fact 

rwuirlri C c^n a i^ t,CeS K f Aud, !° r and P ub,ic *™ouncements and taking any 
WCh ** dlSavo 'r a1 / separation or divorce and thereafter cutting all 
forther communication and disassociating from the person or group. 

K^i n „ U ^^ rantC ?J >r r threatened disconnection has the recourse of the person or group 
being disconnected from requesting a Committee of Evidence from the nearest 
A - Ut , h ° r, £ ( ° r HC °1 -* nd P roduc *ng to the Committee any evidence of 
rnm^-fT UterB ! assctance to Scientology without reservation or bad intent. The 
Committee must be convened if requested. 

publ,cI >' disconnecting the Scientologist would be well advised to fully 
£?° n hc f or she accuses of Suppressive Acts of the substance of this policy 

reform 3 re . form ° f , P" 50 "* dlsconr >« c t»n* only when honest efforts to 

reform the person have not been co-operated with or have failed And onlv then 

fSSSSr^ M bt £! y ‘ Sud ’ Cff ° r 3 s 51)011,(1 1X51 ** undu) y k>ng as any processingof the 
S rit J i 6 So . urce 15 , de " ied or “«Pl »hile the connection exists and a person 
ITpm»^d m^nwhSl ■",»« may bp subjected to a Committee of Evidence 

. ^ rca] motives of Suppressive Persons have been traced to quite sordid hidden 

fou.hr k lfC Wa " tCd hCT husband ** dcath so she could get his money 

fS®' beC f us f 11 was makin * the husband weU. Without handling the 
the f j° n - f W,th the k . wom,n thc Scientologist, as family, drifted on with 

bTfibi t«timon^ ,f re W *h * b l ° “T * near destruction of Scientology in that 
* est,m i on y to the police and government and press. Therefore this is a 

° r " main to a source of active suppression of a 

exS?% fl f™. S ^ t ® k>f ^ , - t ^ U l l ^ lly dtsconnec ting the relationship or acting to 
/ not,vcs behind the hostility and reform the person. No money 
particularly may be accepted as fee or loan from a person who b “family” re a 
tmuhlT 5 "' _ Pcrs ° n and , therefore a Potential Trouble Source. There is no source of 
attention" Saentology * hist0r > P' eater than this one for frequency and lack of 

h, C ? bsofvcd of Suppressive Acts by an amnesty or a Committee of Evidence 

Evld^a^ttc r? me ' ^ ny ® n ' fo ^ d « u,!t y of Suppressive Acts by a Committee of 
tvia»nee and its Convening Authorities remains fair game unless saved by an amnesty. 

This Policy Utter is calculated to prevent future distractions of this nature as 
time goes on. 
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RIGHTS OF A SUPPRESSIVE PERSON OR GROUP 


A truly Suppressive Person or Group has no rights of any kind as Scientologists 
and actions taken against them are not punishable under Scientology Ethics Codes. 

However a person or group may be falsely labelled a Suppressive Person or Group. 
Should the person or group daim the label to be false, he, she or they may request a 
Committee of Evidence via their nearest HCO. The executive with the power to 
convene a Committee of Evidence must do so if one is requested for recourse or redress 
of wrongs. 

The person or representative of the group labelled Suppressive is named as an 
Interested Party to the Committee. They attend it where It convenes. 

The Committee must pay attention to any actual evidences that the person or 
group that is accused of being suppressive may produce particularly to the effect of 
having helped Scientology or Scientologists or a Scientologist and if this is seen to 
outweigh the accusations, proof or lack of it, the person is absolved. 

Any knowingly false testimony, forgeries or false witnesses introduced by the 
perron or group accused of being suppressive can result in an immediate finding against 
the person or group. 

Any effort to use copies of the testimony or findings of a Committee of Evidence 
called for this purpose or holding it to scorn in a dvil court immediately reverses any 
favourable finding and automatically labels the person or group suppressive. 

Failing to prove guilt of Suppressive Acts, the Committee must absolve the person 
or group publicly. 

If the findings, as passed upon by the Convening Authority, demonstrate guilt, 
the person or group is so labelled as a Suppressive Person or Group. 

RECOURSE OF A POTENTIAL TROUBLE SOURCE 

A person labelled a Potential Trouble Source and so barred from receiving 
auditing, may request a Committee of Evidence of the nearest HCO as recourse if he or 
she contests the allegation. 

The Committee of Evidence requested must be convened by the nearest 
Convening Authority. 

If evidences of disconnection are given or if the alleged Suppressive Person or 
Group is clearly and beyond reasonable doubt shown not to be guilty of Suppressive 
Acts or is shown clearly to have reformed, the Committee of Evidence findings and the 
Convening Authority must remove the label of Potential Trouble Source from the 
Scientologist and the label Suppressive Person or Group from the suspected person or 
group. 

But should the former Potential Trouble Source’s state of case show no gain after 
reasonable time in processing, any executive of Division 4 (Training and Processing) 
may order a new Committee of Evidence in the matter and if it and its Convening 
Authority reverse the former findings, the labels are applied. But no auditor may be 
disciplined for auditing either during the period between the two findings. 

RECOURSE OF AN AUDITOR 

An auditor disciplined for processing a Potential Trouble Source or a Suppressive 
Perron or a member of a Suppressive Group, may request a Committee of Evidence if 
he can persuade the Potential Trouble Source and the Suppressive Person or a 
representative of the Suppressive Group to appear before it. 

... 50 "Questing may also have named as an Interested Party or Parties 

with himself the person or persons who supplied the information or misinformation 
concerning his actions. 
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No damages or costs may be borne by or ordered by a Committee of Evidence in 
cases involving Potential Trouble Sources or Suppressive Persons or Groups. 

Whcn tbc Potential Trouble Source or Suppressive Person or Group representative 
fads to appear before a Committee of Evidence on a Bill of Particulars labelling persons 
“ racntial Trouble Sources or Suppressive Persons or Groups at the published time of 
its convening the Bill of Particulars stands as proven and the Convening Authority is 
bound so to declare. 

EVIDENCE OF DISCONNECTION 

Any HCO Secretary may recerve evidences of disconnection or disavowal or 

,be ™ to ** to™ may Publicly announce 
them on a public board and legal notices in The Auditor”. 

th, r?’rnS2?i e . C ^ Ury mU * pU f C °° piw 0f wch evidcncej « the Ethics file and in 
the CF folders of al! persons named in them. 

The disconnecting person then ceases to be a Potential Trouble Source. 

The procedure for a recanting Suppressive Person or Group is outlined above. 

EVIDENCES OF SUPPRESSION 

__ f J* “ wise foT any Scientologist, HCO Secretary or Committee of Evidence in 
duw SJ??^ nt -, S ' iPP ? m £S iCtS *° obtain vaIid documents, letters, testimonies 
W|tne ^ ed . 1 *tTidavits duly sworn to and other matters and evidences 

havc , wei f lt “ * °° urt of !aw - Momentary spite, slander suits, charges of 
Scientology separating famflies, etc, are then guarded against. 8 

If matters concerning Suppressive Acts are given good and alert attention 
SIS tHCy 5 CatIy a . CCC ! erate thc P owth ofScientology and bring a 
3^"“'“ 8nd f " “ * ins whcrc f hey have 

-i,. "j th P/^ent time problems. ARC broken with assoc.ated but Suppres- 

diiruSt"” a ' n 83105 but ° n the contrary ' ™ y experience peat 

Observance of these facts and disciplines can help us all. 


L RON HUBBARD 
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DECLARATION OF RELIGIOUS COMMITMENT 
AND APPLICATION FDR ACTIVE PARTICIPATION 


ON CHURCH STAFF 


(full name). 


0 -—--- — _^(address), 

apply for active participation as a staff member within the 

(Org name and address) 

In making this application and signing this Covenant set forth 
below I am declaring a religious commitment to spiritual aware¬ 
ness and betterment and to the Church, in accordance with the 
terms of said covenant, and am forsaking all commercial and 
financial motivation. 

INFORMATION ; 

1. I am male ( ), female ( ) _ years old, bom on _ 

-—_(date) , in __ 

-■---(Town and Country of birth) . 

2. (If a Minor). I have obtained the consent of my parents 
or guardian to the commitment and participation herein 
described, for the Church of Scientology (T) and produce 
an Assent Form signed by my parent/guardian. Assent form 
attached ( ). 

3. I have never been convicted of the commission of any 
criminal felony under the laws of any jurisdiction. 

4. I have no institutional history of psychosis. 

5. I have no electric, insulin or other shock or psychiatric 
brain operation history. 

6. I am not an active drug pusher. 

7. I have never sued the Church or made complaint to any 
governmental authority with respect to any organization 
or principal of the Church. 

8. (a) I am not a blown staff member or blown Sea Organiza¬ 
tion member. That is, I have never, without authorization 
in accordance with Church Policies, departed from any staff 
position within any Scientology organization or broken my 
vow or service as a member of the Sea Organization, a 
religious order of the Church of Scientology. 

(b) I have in the past blown, as described above, but have 
since recanted and been given forgiveness and accepted back 
into the Church after having made proper restitution. 

1 am not related to or connected to intelligence agencies 
either by past history or imnediate familial connections. 
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10. I do not have a parent or a guardian who is a rabid 
antagonist of Scientology. 

11. I am not here to obtain news stories or data for any other 
organization or to generally disrupt the Church. 

12. I do not have personal debts of a magnitude such that 
efforts to satisfy them would immediately disrupt or 
cause me to pull back from my commitment to the Church. 

! 

13. I do not have any mental institutional history, by which 
is meant incarceration or voluntary stay in a mental 
institution and knowingly or unknowingly receiving treat¬ 
ment therein. 


I have had no prior service in a high security section of 
the government or armed forces. 


15. I am married ( ), unmarried ( ). 

16. My spouse has no objection to my working for the Church. 

17. I am not currently on drugs. 

(Exception to any of the above points can be made only 
after an applicant has petitioned a Senior Officer of the Church 
an received unconditional acceptance. Such written approval 
must be presented to HCO before signing the Contract.) 


I hereby state that to the best of my knowledge I have 
honestly made the declarations above at points 1 to 17. I 
accept and agree that any false statement by me will disqualify 
me from becoming or remaining an active participating staff 
member and may subject me to any Church justice procedures and/ 
or legal proceedings as may be appropriate or necessary pursuant 
to the policies of the Church and/or the laws of the land. 




Signature of Applicant 
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CONDITIONS : 

I understand and agree that the following conditions are 
based on the fact that the Church staff ©embers are members of 
a religious order and serve pursuant to their religious 
obligations. 


I realize that my signature on this covenant and the 
acceptance of same binds me to follow the administrative, 
ecclesiastical, moral and ethical policies, rules, norms and 
practices of the Church of Scientology itnaMTC. a s a 

member of a religious order. 


*— I recognize and understand that neither Ron nor Mary Sue 

Hubbard receive any compensation or remuneration from training 
or processing by the Church, that neither Ron nor Mary Sue 
^T" > ' - ‘' - ^ X '-Hubbard are officers or directors of the Church and that neither 

of them are in any manner responsible for actions of the Church^^ 
' ,J “-Further, I recognize, understand, and agree that in consideration 
for the Church permitting me to become an active participant 
pursuant to this Declaration, I shall not commence any action or 
assert any claim against either or both of them, their heirs, 
successors, or assigns, based on any matter arising out of or 
in connection with the Church, and I hereby relea se L. Ron 
Hubbard and Mary Sue Hubbard, and their heirs, success“oTS“and 
ft assigns, from and against any and all claims or causes of action 
of every nature and sort which I or my successors or assigns 
ever had. now have, or mav hereafter aeouire. arisinp out of 


ever had, now have, or may hereafter acquire, arising out of my 
dealings with the Church as a staff member pursuant to this 
Declaration. I expressly waive the provisions of California 
-6ivil Code Section 1542, which provides: "A general release 
does not extend to claims which the creditor does not know or 
suspect to exist in his favour at the time of executing the 
release, which if known by him must have materially affected 
his settlement with the debtor." 


Signature of Applicant 


1. Service Hours The Day Organization serves weekdays, the 

and Extra Foundation serves evenings and weekends. 

Service. Staff are expected to study in their off 

'duty hours and to assist with additional 
duties. The Sea Organization schedule is 
as laid out by individual Sea Organization 
groups and units. 

2. Holidays. 2 service weeks per year after one year's 

service, for Class IV org staff and 3 
weeks per year for Sea Org Members. 

3. Sick Leave. 2 days non-accumulative in every calendar 

month, upon presentation of a doctor's 
certificate. 

4. Pension. The Church does not provide a pension or 

any other retirement program. 
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5. Furnishing of 
Necessaries. 


6. Policy. 


7. Staff 

Activities . 


8. Status. 


Church Staff Members serve pursuant to 
religious coinnitment and conviction 
rather than for monetary gain tfr-other 
traditional commercial or financial mo¬ 
tives or incentives. Nevertheless, the 
Church will, pursuant to this covenant, 
furnish certain necessaries, including 
a weekly allowance, and for certain staff 
positions, room and board. The furnishing 
of these necessary items is not intended 
to be and is not ^compensation for services 
performed by the applicant, but rather it 
provides an opportunity for the Church to 
establish an appropriate environment 
within which religious and spiritual 
awareness may receive the greatest pros¬ 
pect for enhancement and in which such 
matters constitute the reward for ser¬ 
vices. The amount of weekly allowance 
may vary depending upon economic condi¬ 
tions generally prevailing within the 
Church. 

Staff are subject to existing policy 
(subject to amendment or addition). 

Staff study and receive examination on 
their knowledge of Policies, Bulletins 
and Directives relating to their activi¬ 
ties and upon other Policies, Bulletins 
and Directives as from time to time 
requested. 

Staff members shall accept whatever 
activity is assigned, in accordance with 
existing policy. 

Temporary or Provisional staff may be dis¬ 
missed in accordance with HCO Policy 
Letter 4 Jan 1966R Issue V, PERSONNEL 
STAFF STATUS (copy of which may be viewed 
on request). 


9. Membership. 


10. Duration of 
Covenant. 


^Permanent staff are also subject to this 
policy. 

Newly joined staff are deemed to be Scien¬ 
tology staff members in good standing. 
Persons who have been found to be no longer 
Scientology staff members in good standing 
by properly constituted Church authority 
are not eligible to remain on staff. 

2 \ year and 5 year periods of staff service 
are governed by this Covenant as well as 
staff service on a weekly basis. 

Church staff members are eligible for such 
benefits or privileges as may, from time 
to time, be issued in HCO PL form as they 
apply to staff members. 



11. Benefits. 
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Breach of 
Covenant 
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13. Ethical 
Conduct 


14. Sea 

Organization 


15. Entirety of 
Covenant 


An active participant of the Church, having 
forsaken traditional commercial and finan¬ 
cial motivations and concerns, by making 
this religous declaration, and who recieves 
(as per para 11 above) services at no cost 
or 50% of costs shall, if he breaks his 
agreement either by leaving staff before 
completing his covenant or by violating his 
good standing as a Scientology staff member 
so that he is dismissed in accordance with 
policy, remit forthwith to the Church a sum 
as figured per HCOPL 11 June 1981, Violation 
of Staff Covenant if such person is declared 
a "freeloader". This provision is not intended 
to reflect traditional commercial bargains 
or concerns, is not intended to operate as a 
civil penalty, and is intended as a manifis- 
tation of applicable ecclesiastical ethics 
and as a provision for liquidating damages. 

As members of a religous order. Church staff 
members are expected to uphold a high degree 
of ethical conduct in accordance with Church 
policy and doctrine. Church staff members 
are govorned by the ethics policies of the 
Church which are designed to assist a person 
to become a more ethical, productive and 
happy being. A person who continually viol¬ 
ates the ethical codes of the Church despite 
attempts by the Church to help hiiVher get 
ethics in may, if he/she honestly seeks 
redemption, be assigned to a REHABILITATION 
PROJECT FORCE as a means to raise his/her 
ethical standards to a point where he/she 
can again participate and exchange in an 
ethical enviroment in accordance with Church 
doctrine. Such an assignment is made and 
carried out in the spirit of helping the 
Church staff member as mentioned above. 

The terms and conditions of the Covenant 
shall apply should the staff member join 
the Sea Organization except and unless as 
specifically amended in writing. 

The Church shall not be obligated to honor 
any verbal promises or any other terms or 
conditions not specifically covered in this 
Covenant. This Covenant forms the entirety 
of*the Church's agreement with the Church 
staff member, and promises no specific 
counselling, training, posts or other favors 
to any Church staff member. 
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I have read and understand this Covenant in its entirety. 

I realize that this Covenant forms the entirety of the Church's 
agreement with myself as specified in point 15 of the Conditions 
herein. I am joining staff and becoming a member of a religious 
order solely to help forward the religious goals and tenets of 
the Church of Scientology^;*/'*/,*??.*/,**. and not for monetarv eain. 
auditing or training. 


With full knowledge of the information supplied, 
fully aware of the conditions stated in the Covenant[ 
to become a staff member of the Church of Scientology 
for a period of 1 
t h^^V-y ear a - 


and being 
I agree 

/A:re&sj*77c/v/H_ 


and sign as follows: 


SIGNATURE OF APPLICANT 


DATE 


SIGNATURE OF WITNESS 


DATE 


The Church agrees to have 

Full name of applicant 

serve In accordance with this appli;ation, and the information 
supplied, and upon the conditions stited, for the period as 
indicated above. 


STAFF MEMBER ON BEHALF OF THE 
CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY 


DATE 
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woman’s cause of actj hrough mind and 
body control. NMSA ls>78, § 37-1-8. 


Michael R. Morow, Kegel, Glass, McDev- 
itt & Morrow, Santa Fe, for plaintiff-appel¬ 
lant 

Asenath M. Kepler, Jones, Gallegos, 
Snead k Wertheim, P.A., Santa Fe, for 
defendants-appellees. 

OPINION 

ALARID, Judge. 

Kathy Roney (plaintiff) appeals the trial 
court’s dismissal of her complaint against 
Siri Yogi, Siri Brotherhood, 3HO Founda¬ 
tion, and the 3H0 Foundation of New Mex¬ 
ico (defendants). The complaint w-as dis¬ 
missed, with prejudice, on the basis that it 
was not timely filed under the applicable 
statute of limitations, NMSA 1978, Section 
37-1-8. We reverse and remand. 
ALLEGATIONS OF THE COMPLAINT 

Plaintiff filed suit on November 23, 1983. 
She alleged that she w r as a former member 
of the Sikh Dharma Brotherhood religion 
(Sikhs). Siri Yogi, according to the com¬ 
plaint, is the religious and administrative 
head of the Sikhs; the Siri Brotherhood 
manages the religion’s activities and in¬ 
struction; and the 3HO Foundations also 
supervise and carry out the religion's activ¬ 
ities and instructions. 

Plaintiff alleges that a specific teaching 
of Siri Yogi held that women were inferior 
to men. and must be submissive to men. 
Plaintiff was specifically indoctrinated with 
these teachings of “female submissive¬ 
ness.” Furthermore, Siri Yogi told plain¬ 
tiff that her “personal, spiritual and psy¬ 
chological ... problems were centered in 
her ovaries, and that they therefore must 
be cut_” 

The Complaint relates that “on or about 
the month of December, 1976, plaintiff was 
personally directed by Siri Yogi to have an 
operation called a laparoscopic tubal liga¬ 
tion," which she had performed. As a re¬ 
sult of the procedure, plaintiff claims she 
was made irreversibly sterile. 
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The order given by . Yogi to have the 
operation was made during a thirty-day 
food fast, also ordered by Siri Yogi, which 
fast continued through the day of surgery. 
Additionally: 

[Pjlaintiff was further physically and 
psychologically debilitated at said time 
and place by the physical regimen, iso¬ 
lation, manipulation, indoctrination, and 
mind and psychological control tactics of 
defendant Yogi, which were carried out 
both by himself and by other members of 
the Sikh religion, and the defendants 
Brotherhood and 3HO, under Yogi’s di¬ 
rection and control, and which tactics in 
fact rendered plaintiff incapable of 
understanding or perceiving the na¬ 
ture of what she was doing or its conse¬ 
quences, and which deprived her of free 
will (Emphasis added). 

Plaintiff alleges that her lack of free will 
and comprehension concerning “the dam¬ 
ages defendant had caused her initially oc¬ 
curred and then continued for at least a 
year and a half after she left the Sikhs on 
November 25, 1980” as a result of the 
indoctrination and other mind and body 
control techniques practiced upon her. 

Plaintiff concludes that defendants’ con¬ 
duct was fraudulent, outrageous, and in 
breach of their duties as “spiritual counsel¬ 
ors” of plaintiff. As a direct and proxi¬ 
mate result of defendants’ conduct, plain¬ 
tiff alleges she has suffered severe and 
permanent physical injury "in the nature of 
a tubal ligation, irreversibly rendering her 
sterile, and she has suffered and will con¬ 
tinue to suffer severe psychological and 
mental pain, anguish and distress attend¬ 
ant to her physical injury....” 
DISCUSSION 

The sole issue on appeal is the propriety 
of dismissal of the complaint on the basis 
of the statute of limitations, Section 37—1— 
8. Section 37-1-8 provides that “[ajctions 
must be brought ... for an injury to the 
person ... within three years.” Neither 
party disputes that plaintiff’s claim for re¬ 
lief falls within this section. Defendants’ 
argument, which the trial court accepted, is 
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that the injury complained of, the com- ^ 
celled ligation, occurred in 1976, but that le 
the complaint was not filed until 1983, or tl 
almost four years after the statute had 
run. Plaintiff argues, however, that the 
complaint alleges defendants’ fraudulent k 
concealment of her cause of action. Plain¬ 
tiff contends that the face of the complaint a 
alleges that the statute of limitations did t 
not begin to run until a year and a half a 
after November 25, 1980, when she re- l 
gained her “free will and comprehension t 
concerning the damages defendants cause \ 

h er _” Plaintiff concludes that it was i 

improper for the trial court to dismiss un- 1 
der these allegations. i 

[1] Defendants’ motion to dismiss was ' 
filed under NMSA 1978, Civ.P.R. 12(b) 
(Repl.Pamp.1980). Because the motion 
tests the legal sufficiency of the claim, as 
opposed to the facts which support it, we 
treat the allegations of the complaint as 
true for the purpose of reviewing the dis¬ 
missal. See Roybal v. White, 72 N.M. 285, 
383 P.2d 250 (1963); Hardin v. Fams, 8( 
N.M. 143, 530 P.2d 407 (Ct.App.1974). The 
allegations depict a relationship between 
plaintiff and defendants based on the Sikh 
religion. Defendant Yogi directed the lives 
of religious members, and preached the 
spiritual directives of the religion personal¬ 
ly, and through the activities of the other 
defendants. Plaintiff was a believer and 
follower of the religion, and submitted her¬ 
self to the spiritual guidance of defendants. 
Plaintiff alleges a confidential relationship 
existed between herself and defendants. 

[2] To toll the statute of limitations un¬ 
der the doctrine of fraudulent concealment 
where a confidential relationship exists, 
plaintiff has the burden of showing (1) that 
defendant, or defendants, knew' of the al¬ 
leged wrongful act, and concealed it from 
plaintiff, or had material information perti¬ 
nent to its discovery which they failed to 
disclose, and, (2) that plaintiff did not 
know, or could not have known, through 
the exercise of reasonable diligence, of her 
cause of action within the limitation period. 
Kern v. St. Joseph Hospital, Inc., 102 
N.M. 452, 697 P.2d 135 (1985); Hardin. 


We look to the complaint to see if fraudu¬ 
lent concealment has been alleged under 
this standard. 

[31 Plaintiff claims that defendants 
knew of the ligation because they ordered 
her to undergo the operation. Plaintiff 
also alleges that she did not comprehend 
that any wrongful actions had been taken 
against her until a year and a half after 
leaving the Sikhs. Because she alleges 
that the continuation of her “lack of free 
will and comprehension” was a direct and 
proximate result of defendants’ mind and 
body control techniques, she is, in effect, 
also alleging that she could not have rea¬ 
sonably known of her cause of action with¬ 
in the statutory period. The allegation that 
defendants’ techniques rendered her “in¬ 
capable of understanding or perceiving the 
nature of what she was doing or its conse¬ 
quences ...” demonstrates, on the face of 
the complaint, that plaintiff was unaware 
of the function and effects of a litigation, 
and was also in no mental condition to 
perceive the extent and effects of defend¬ 
ants’ mind and body control techniques. It 
is clearly alleged, furthermore, that defend¬ 
ants knowingly engaged in their control 
techniques in order to implement the doc¬ 
trine of “female submissiveness.” The 
face of the complaint does, therefore, al¬ 
lege that defendants concealed plaintiffs 
cause of action through mind and body 
control. 

Under these circumstances, and in the 
absence of an evidentiary hearing, the trial 
court erroneously dismissed plaintiffs com¬ 
plaint on the basis of the statute of limita¬ 
tions. The trial court has not considered 
[ whether a cause of action exists for the 
. alleged wrongs complained of, nor have we, 
1 and we express no opinion, 
i- Reversed and remanded with instructions 

o to reinstate plaintiffs complaint on the tri- 
t al docket. Defendants shall bear the costs 
h on appeal. 

J IT IS SO ORDERED. 


NEAL and BIVINS, JJ., concur. 
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